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Nore. — As to general matter relating to Great Britain and New York, see those titles. 


states and countries for some miscellaneous items; also personal and local topics. 


Among the more general titles, see bar; judges aid courts ; jurisdiction; 
international law ; 


societies ; newspapers; labor ; pleading and practice ; 


law reform; 
criminal law. 


For notes of cases, see the CASE-INDEX, where decisions annotated or remarked on are distinguished. 
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Abatement and revivor, law of ..............-.ii, 
Abortion, 
unwillingness of English jury to convict 
abortionist of murder........ errree ee 
proposal to make capital offense in New 
Bs s500- <b ctddeneeced sandaeesee A 
laws not severe enough, concerning. o<k¥, 295, 
danger of uniting law with physic . woolly 
Accession, acquisition of chattels by alteration 
papas ees ee i, 
acieies acct 


eee twee ee ee ee 


Qunaiion, evidence of..... 
Accord and Satisfaction, 
law of, reviewed ..... 
differences between receipt and sealed re- 
PS. <stenacdeessneadea 
compromise of litigation errors. s 
Acknowledgment, of wife ; see marriage. 
Action; see titles of particular actions and pro- 
ceedings; also, equity: pleading and practice. 
Admiralty ; see shipping ; international law. 
Adoption; see infancy. 
Adultery, legal effects of, by insane husband or 
wife.. ceesce 
Aerolites, right of "property in, xv, 216; xvi, 


XX, 120, 
Africa, 
administration of justice in Freetown. ....ix, 
judicial system of the Transvaal republic, xv, 
Agency; see also collection agencies ; carriers ; 
wmsurance. 
personal liability of agent signing........iv, 
liability of agent on a written instrument con- 
nected with the subject of his agency.. .vi 
rights and liabilities of foreign principals..ix, 
liability of principal for fraud of agent....x, 
definitions and divisions of agency.......xii, 
parties to the contract of agency..... i 
essentials of ratification 
ratification, express and implied.... 
consequences of ratification 
rule as to agent selling his own property to 
ee oe, eS epee er 
liability of an unnamed principal. . -xiii, 
liability of named principal an <a 
liability of agents on promissory notes. .xiv, 
execution of authority by agent ; case of in- 
struments under seal,................Xiv, 
execution of authority by agent ee | 
digest of rules as to ‘execution of authority, 
xiv, 
liability of principal and agent on bills and 
BORER. 2 cc cccccccesccsesccesece occcecRlVs 
see further, negotiable instruments. 

duties of agent; digest of rules.........xiv, 
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liability of principal on sealed contract, -Xvi, 
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Alabama Claims, and other claims under same 
treaty, 

Bluntschli’s opinion, iii, 120; circular from 
state department, iv, 131; the mixed com- 
mission, v, 90, 128; items. ‘ 

editorial comments on proceedings, v, 119, 
169, 212, 266, 281, 318, 378; vi, 106, 184, 
285; other items, iv, 100, 260, 308; vii, 64; 
text of decision, vi, 212; Lord Cockburn’s 
dissent, vi, 257; W. B. Lawrence on the 
indirect claims, vi, 165, 344; notice of 
Cushing’s book, vii, 236; English paper on 


honor at Washington, vii, 399; distribu- 
tion of award ..... ‘ er ix, 89, 
remarks of English correspondent er 
comments on the ,treaty.. reer e re, 
tee “Uitee fules” 5.60. .ccaccs x, 387; xi, 18, 
the claims commission...... om 310 ; xii, 


rules laid down by commissioners... xiii, 88, 

equitable claims to undistributed surplus, xv, 

English opinion on the award as SM; 

disposition of surplus........ Xviii, 481 ; xix, 
Alaska, how far open to occupation and trade.xv, 
Albany Law Journal, 


suspension on account of fire. .......iii, 261, 
organ of state bar association... .xiv, 400; xv, 
ee . xx, 182, 


Aliens; see also naturalization ; citizenship. 
transmission of real estate to; pamphlet by 
Lawrence .iv, 
change of law urged as to right to hold real 
pn ae ll aa «00 Vg Oks 
renunciation of allegiance by American dimen 
entering Japanese service. . .. vii, 
courts of alien claims..... én aaah -ix, 
droit daubaine, and condition ‘of “aliens in 
DOD ac cckcniadanes on . xvii, 405, 
Alteration, 
of written instruments; law reviewed... xvi, 


80; xiii, 220, 


sees 


Animals, 
humorous review of law concerning ..... .ii, 
New York society for prevention of cruelty, 
and Mr. Bergh .........v, 197; vii, ix, 
xi, 117, ist, "149, 


eoveeeVy 


transportation of dogs ..........+.. 
English law, cruelty to pigeons . sseension ams 


application of maxim, sic utere tuo, to domes- 


tic animals... ec, aiecanmiale eae Pre -Vii, 
dogs in court ; recent =e cases ; the sct- 
GF n0nisesscstshse.ssetemasane ° = 


case of annuity conditioned : on care of dog.. 

liability for acts of animals. . sccces - 

question as to keeping turtles on their backs, 
xiv, 


.-v, 401 
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Animals — continued. 
vivisection, etc., progress of opinion. ....xiv, 
Michigan dog case, humorous opinion. . . xiv, 
society for prevention of cruelty; work ac- 

complished ..... She Phi okeenaeees xv, 
Orthels-OR GO IAW 2.2.02. cccsccccss xvi, 145, 
novel horse suit.......... ‘ «<< one 
New York legislation as to animals having 

glanders.......... 
prevention of cruelty to transported ; fed- 

eral legislation suggested....... S06 xviii, 
humorous review of law concerning dogs, 

xx 
the animal kingdom in court ange cneus 
whether the word “horse” in a statute = 
cludes mares, geldings, etc ........ 
elephant produced in evidence. .xx, 140, id 

Annuities, 
depending on joint lives ................Xii, 
table of, in use in New York.... .......XX, 

Arbitration; connected topics, Alabama claims ; 

international law ; labor ; commerce ; refer- 

ence. 

New York court of arbitration...i 
260; xi, 100, 117, 275; xii, 15, 

xiii, 172; ; xv, 361; xvii, 2, 

commission of arbitration in Tennessee. a 4 
New York court of arbitration ......... Xvi, 
charges against official arbitrator........xvi, 
sought by strikers in Chicago,..........xvi, 


x, 300; x, 


tribunals of arbitration in England...... xvi, 2 


arbitration as a condition precedent; law re- 
ES OC 
Arizona, codification in .................4. .xix, 
Arkansas, lawlessness in........... 
Army, the army bill in congress ; the president's 
relations to the army ............ xvi, 174, 181, 
see also, militia. 
Arrest and Imprisonment; connected topics, pris- 
ons and convicts ; police ; bail. 
orders of arrest; New York practice.. 
law of arrest without warrant...... i, 28, 86, 
breaking doors in civil cases.............. ii, ¢ 
breaking doors without warrant.. ......iii, 
case in New York of woman imprisoned for 
non-payment of hotel biil........ naan’ iv, 
notification of authority by officer........iv, 
manner of making arrest; showing war- 
FANE... ccccccces 
what constitutes an arrest ..........++++: iv, 
Ludlow street jail the American “ Marshal- 
SN sett can den SERED ENS OO ond wee 50 iv, 232, 
arrest for breach of promise to marry... .iv, 
judge Barnard’s order concerning arrests. . iv, 
of attorney, to prevent his presence in court, — 
iv 


rer." 


law of arrest in New York city 
New York bill to abolish arrest in civil cases, 
v, 
question of imprisonment for debt..... | 
question of indemnity to persons unjustly 
imprisoned . 
cases of harassing orders of arrest. 
remarks on abuses of legal process. . ree “ix, 
English case of long imprisonment for costs, 
xi, 
homicide in making arrests ............ xii, 
the law in France as to power of arrest. . xii, 
making arrests on request of foreign police, 
xiii, 
GGOE BRP GRE ono cccc cs cccccscccesces xiv, 
act authorizing rewards for arrests of crim- 
_ Fee ~  F 
New York bill restoring imprisonment for 
wages —debts......... rere F 
arrest by warrant of federal commissioners, 
xviii, 
escape ; poetical report of State v. Lewis, xx, 
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Arrest and Imprisonment — continued. 
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arrest for fraud in New York in actions of 
NE i sds gaccinnbbecenwanan -xx, 299 
taking prisoner's photograph for rogues’ gal- 
RES reer re rere xx, 162 
assaults on police attempting arrest. .xx, 215, 362 
Arson, punishment in New York for —— to 
| ERIE oor here -X, 227 
Assessment; see taxation ; municipal corpora. 
tions. 
Assignment of choses in action.... .......-. viii, 40 
for creditors ; see bankruptcy. 
Assumpsit, waiver of torts and suing in....... iii, 141 
viii, 303 
Attachment, against corporations ; see that title. 
Attorneys; see bar, 
Auctions, 
meaning of “ puffer” .............. xix, 121, 122 
suing upon an advertisement of an auc- 
ee Sxieas tennis re 
Australia, 
constitutional safeguards in....... ie tances ii, 404 
influx of lawyers into colonial parliament, 

iv, 66 

the legal profession in......... , 98; iv, 66 
Baggage; see carriers; innkeepers. 
Bai 
instance of arrest by bailin another state..ix, 89 
abuse of practice of excusing bondsmen. .xii, 383 
act proposed to limit amount of bail in civil 
ore jr ai irgenalla: aeons .. xiii, 239 
Bailment, y 
the obligation of a bailee for hire........ix, 301 
liability of gratuitous bailees ...........xi, 1386 
see also, banks ; carriers ; innkeepers ; rail- 
roads ; shipping. 
Bankruptcy, 
operation of bankruptcy on mechanics’ liens, 

iv, po 
effect of discharge... ...... epeaensellly Ma 
powers of bankruptcy courts..... oA¥, 314 
bankruptcy law and administration. . — 
our bankruptcy system................ ..vi, 413 
proposed repeal ; amendment. . vii, 22, 53, 67, 117 
“fiduciary character” under the bankrupt 

inched. Saphibietatandensemewad viii, 257 
bill repealing the present law.......... viii, 387 
question of repeal......... viii, 291, 375, 401, 407 
reasons why the bankrupt law should not be 

reer ee ee ix, 24 
amendments to present law....ix, 21, 22,152, 405 

499 423 
defect in the law ; preferences possible...ix, 72 
Cee ae re OE hn. vcsescdcseccicsacce * = 
effect of recent amendments............-- x, 35 
the amended bankrupt law... .....x, 52, 58, 179 
discharge to involuntary bankrupts...x, 144, 159 
conveyances by insolvents as affected by 

POE OER, Svcs cdaveaduvediaasevied xi, 88 
notes and queries as to points of law..... xi, 27 
as to eligibility to New York legislature of 

register hens me: SEO. xiii, 18 
GeG00e 1B WOW... occcccccsceceess cesses, 18 


repeal proposed. 


amendment as to assignment under state 


Merrerricer rere 


20 


BR cncccds, nice spaetueenmenires ose See, 300 
composition agreements, law reviewed. ..xiv, 436 
question as to validity of exemption 

OE ic cscenscecensest dscciuscetees xv, 17 
board of trade memorial urging amend- 

ments ..... : tavaw seecduouaeo ines xv, 17 
repeal agitated... erro eeeee XV, 53, 822, 399 
assignments for creditors ; recent New York 

OE cic er te kesh eecécke sademeennned en xv, 501 
New England * aaeeele of attachment a cause 

III 4. < cascnsdeeisdae dcdecian xvi, 22 
computation of time in n bankruptcy proceed- 

Pia 60606000 c0nsardcacdceeesscnenwu ae 
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Bankruptcy — continued. 
proposed repeal of present law, xvi, 175, 289, 


assignments under state laws......... - Xvi, 
discussion and passage of repealing act, xvii, 
297, 318, 336, 3387, 357, 377, 417, 
atate insolvency laws... .....20..00.20. xvii, 
fraud frequent in involuntary bankruptcy, 
xvii, 
last days of the bankrupt law..... xviii, 161, 
movement for new act......... oootvall, 381, 
statistics of bankruptcies under late law, xviii, 
preferential assignments under New York 
Mien dckcgndscvednenscesageareaseces’ xix, 
cases of neglect by assignees to file reports, 
=x, 
Bermuda law applied against 
New York insolvent, xiv, 381; expense of 
bankruptcy in England, xix, 416; xv, 172; 
rules of circuit courts, xv, 71, 360; bank- 
ruptcy statistics of Ireland....... soa» st, 
Banks; see also, negotiable instruments. 
insuring safety of special deposits... 
stolen savings bank books, cases as to.,... i, 
postal savings banks ........... saat 
need of revision of savings bank law . in hig a 
bank robberies, indemnification . stem pro- 
Oe REECE OE CCC -Vii, 
liability of bank to the holder of a check, viii, 
banker's liability for -~pnanpaaniten as to 
solvency of customers................ -iX, 
certificates of checks....... verre: 
state banks and usury .. tee eeeeceeeeee eX, 
usury by national bank.. Pee ERT i -xii, 
punishment of English bank manager, issuing 
fraudulent prospect NES: 68 nes 0% ever: > 
insurance of faithfulness of clerks ...... xiv, 
inequitable taxation of banks..... 
cumulative voting proposed for election of 
national bank directors ...... ° Xv, 
New York bills to regulate banking. . EY, 
savings banks, personal liability of stock- 
holders in Lllinois pee es 
government savings banks suggested. vac, 
bonds of bank officers, cases reviewed. 
liability of national banks for deposits for 
ee ee -Xvii, 3 
New York act limiting amount of deposits i in 
Savings DAMES... ... 00660088 ...Xvii, 497, 
interest on deposits ; ‘attorney-general’s —" 
errr .. -XViii, 
personal liability of stockholders. . 
taxation of national banks... xviii, 
the national banking system . Mererertres i 
Bar, The, 
in Great Britain and New York ,; see those 
titles. 


minor items : 


ree: * 


see also, France. 

connected topics ; judges and courts ; 

miscellanies ; collection agencies. 

see also, personal and local. 

moral standing of legal a defended, i, 
legal ethics ; duty of counsel . ay ee i, 5 q 
frauds of divorce ee (see “further di. 

CONE cities oes 
how some men have got on at the bar ..i, 85, 
newspaper attacks on profession...........i, 
bill of costs of an English solicitor. . 
New York bill to punish counsellors betray- 

ing secrets of client " 
instances of large professional fees....... "ii, 
pension practice........... a Sou maedeed once 
number of lawyers in various countries... .ii, 
ignorance of some successful lawyers..... .ii, 
Prof. Parsons’ reminiscences of distinguished 

PE aa vs stesenscwns 000v.c0e-0e elle Mae 


legal 


+S; 


ee eeeeee eereeer 


—_ 


money the motive power of practice. . .ii, 172, 
advice concerning accuracy.....++.++++++ «ii, 
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-xvii, é 


. xviii, ¢ 
257, 341, ¢ 


809 
401 
309 
238 
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Bar, The — continued. PAGE. 
tracts aimed at lawyers...... ere ovceeully 400 
taking written retainers ......... inst pee ii, 456 
the practice of “ touting” for clients...... iii, 69 


duties and rights of counsel ; Bowles-Field 
correspondence, etc.....ili, 81, 89, 114, 115, 116 
46, 158 
remarks on professional corruption... ...iii, 45 
posthumous practice; burlesque obituary pam- 
ene 8s é:alecery se Go nla Dea Se ...-lii, 165 
inter-state comity as to recognizing attor- 
ct j ATCT TEE ne noe My Mae 
“alcoholism” at the bar in England and this 
WOE csiad cadeicde cadena tie iii, 8300; iv, 218 
the Saturday review on American legal prac- 
OG. 6 icintwka causa aese peek tase iii, 319 
alarming influx into legal profession...... iii, 487 
oath of members of bar in Germany...... iii, 479 
Dr. Johnson on ethics of advocacy .. -lii, 495 
ancient English act making lawyers ineligible 
for parliament EEE Re ee OE EP ee iv, 42 
utility of lawyers in colonial parliaments..iv, 66 
remonstrance against denunciation of the 
Se Pe , 161 
case of “ touting” by law firm in New York, iv, 163 
the compensations of the bar............. iv, 221 
arrest of attorney to prevent his presence in 


CED: on. 0-5:50s seassagesccndiadceateaee iv, 282 
confidential communications of client...... v, 1 
intervational courtesy by recognition of ~ 

eign barristers suggested............... 193 
the legal profession in America and E ngind 

ONIN 6. 6.5.053:5 45:55266d00Kes v, 219; , 430 
attacks on the legal profession in England. es 291 
present position of the French bar; address 

to order of advocates........... $64 000040 p eee 
Friswell’s attack on legal profession....... v, 226 
doctors, lawyers and ministers compared ..v, 831 


English view of legal profession in America, 

v, 343, 857, 373 
law a laborious profession... ..........+. v, 391 
degrees of legum doctor........ 66 seeees vi, 45 


the legal profession and general ¢ culture . -vi, 117 
professional organization ................ vi, 233 
lawyers’ incomes,...... hererrr er ced . vi, 249 
ethics of the bar; its future in America... -vi, 256 
English practice and American pettifogging, 
vi, 480; vii, 223 
lawyers and doctors ; professions compared, 
vii, 35 
consolation for the briefless . ......... . vii, 651 
statistics as to lawyers in parliament....vii, 222 
solicitor and client ; privilege....... ...viii, 80 
lawyers’ incomes in Ireland...........-- viii, 160 
submitting to having charges cut down in 
(oWk DONE GI 6c cicissinccddsncuses viii, 383 
items : English comments on American cus- 
tom of passing resolutions on death of mem- 
ber of bar, viii, 128, 336; “ shysters ” de- 
fined, viii, 79; practice of retaining all 
barristers by Jeietied retaining fee in Free- 
WN 9. ..5500554s0%-senbaamerescelee viii, 352 
the law’s delays ; ‘lawyers the chief sufferers, 
ix, 123 
what an advocate should be..... ........ ix, 220 
the ‘‘too much lawyer,” talk answered ...ix, 352 
cases of blackmailing by aid of lawyers. .ix, 389 
legal life assurance societies...... vere 
compensation of lawyers; agreements for 
part of amount recovered ..... ....X, 198, 228 
statistics of professions in different countries, , 
x, 35 
conferring of degrees by universities.....xi, 37 
the legal profession; Prof. Hammond’s 4 
QU. ido 652 5c cb senniiencaseas eee 113 
practice of standing on entry of judges, xi, oi, 227 


comparison of lawyers with laymen ; Helpe’ 
DOGS... o's 00:0'0:0090080006606000000. 60000 ee 
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Bar, The — continued. 


the manners of the legal profession rer 
professional faith: late English and Ameri- 

GE TRRRRIGOE 6 oc ccccccccccccccsecee. xi, 
poets and authors connected with the law. xi, 
responsibility of American lawyers for good 


government ........... wrecerrerrcri T° 
fees of Georgia lawyers as isin dices ree. * 
former practice of wearing bands and gowns 
er eres xi, 


forensic eloquence said to be declining. 
three great advocates sketched (Beach, Porter, 
PEE, Bide nckeecsthawauseeu-asineed xii, 
attorney’s liability in equity for negligence, xii, 
Iowa practice of presenting briefs without 
IN cack ck nesnincs 400 cccedate xii, 
ethics of bar ; see Tweed case, in personal and 
local topics ; how far counsel should go for 


ee ee ae sonnet xii, 369; xiii, 
other items...... re ee ee x, 4; xii, 
practice of rising on eutrance of judges 

adopted in New York........ ee 86S 


longevity of legal profession ...........X<iii, 

minor items: case of thirty lawyers in one 

cause, xiii, 3017 lawyers in public life, 
their efficiency, etc., xii, 177; xiii, 319; xiv, 
32, 220, 

professional advertising... .xiii, 339; xv, 16, 

xvi, 1, 76, 126, 

popular notions about lawyers’ fees..... xiii, 

379 ; xiv, 66, 

prosecution in Massachusetts of members of 


EE Ws areas cn eswecensess iain 
popular errors about attorneys....... - xiii, 
encroachments on law business by outsiders, 

xiv, 


see also, collection. 
attorney’s duty as to mistakes of opponents, 


xiv, 
attorney’s duty of secrecy ............ o Biv, 
attorneys in England required ‘to make de- 

mand before suing account. -xiv, 206, 
case of refusal of — to. discontinue 

after suit settled...... wrerrrT |? 
items : position of bar now and formerly, xiv, 
their duties, etc... ......0ccccccesee XIV, 63, 
requisites for SUCCESS. ....0..0eeeeeeess xiv, 
character of the profession...... men 54, 


census returns as to lawyers ecee coerce ek Vy 


rarity of their unfaithfulness to trusts. .xvi, ¢ 


remarks on Christ and the lawyer.......xvi, 


blunders of western lawyers........... xvi, 
license tax on practicing lawyers in St. Louis, 
xv, 

case of large bill for legal services ......Xv, 
preparation of briefs..........xiv, 301; xv, 
cabinet appointments ; place of bar in politics, 
xv, 

extemporaneous speaking . reererr eT 
ancient case of lawyer punished for verbose 
speaking ..... rer 


estimating charge ‘for legal advice ..... -xvii, 
registration of attorneys ; New York bill for, 
xvii, 

effect of depression of trade on legal busi- 
OE wien Sedaceesacdccssccce 6c ees 
liability for false advice...............Xviii, 
fault found with legal profession... ...xviii, 
lawyers not responsible for depletion of es- 
tates of deceased persons.... ........xix, 
bill constituting all attorneys notaries, re- 
jected in New York ..... oocccsecccocckale 
plea for the non-political lawyer..... xx, 102, 
items ; counsel tarred and feathered in West 
Virginia for defending unpopular crimi- 
nals; other cases, xix, 305; local legal 
biographies called for, xix, 121; vacation ; 
the Jong vacation in England.......xx, 61, 
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813 
323 
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440 
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185 
139 





206 
106 





221 | 


Bar Associations, PAGE. 
annual congress of lawyers suggested ; asso- 
ciations in Germany................ .t @ 


national congress of lawyers proposed.....i, J4 
formation of New York bar association; ad- 
dress, etc....i, 116, 178, 197, 203, 219, 254, 372 
475; ii, 485 ; iii, 80, 228, 288, 299 
investigates Susquehanna railroad case, iii, 
330; its progress and influence, iv, 9; 
work as to reform of laws, iv, 282; inves- 


a 


tigation of judges and city officers... . iv, 283 
organization urged ; English bar — 391 
Chicago law institute............ iv, 386; vi, 3 
bar association of Oneida county.......... ys 90 
New York bar association ; action as to ex- 

tortions of local officers ................ v, 128 


investigation of judges Barnard, Cardozo, 
McCunn and Curtis....v, 152, 171, 280, 246, 260 
275, 887 
its usefulness; items...vi, 264, 285, 397; vii, 38 
report of committee as to — hime | 
Oe TIRE, oc odacicwnes -vii, 117 
bar association of Cinc innati, vii, at 33 ; Phila. 
delphia, viii, 229 ; New Hampshire. . ....Viii, 416 
New York bar association; action as to ‘bank- 
rupt law, ix, 21; meetings..... ix, 43, 346, 398 
New York law institute, its library. .ete., ix, 219 
xiii, 358; xvii, 396 
Chicago bar association. .ix, 268 xi, 196; xii, 3 
xiii, 19; xv, 98, 421; xvii,478 ; xviii, 261 
Iowa state bar association...... ix, 389 ; xii, 82 
209, 222’. xv, 362, 422 
other bar associations: San Francisco, x, 111; 
Connecticut state, xi, 405, 420; St. Louis, 
xii, 320; Nebraska state, xii, 119; xiii, 66; 
xiv, 402; Onondaga county, New York, 
xiii, 66; Memphis, xii, 272; xiii, 66; xv 
216; U.S. law association, proposed con- 
gress, xiii, 359, 375, 440; Boston, Suffolk 
bar, xiii, 421; xix, 60; Illinois state, xiv, 
402; xv, 53, 71; xvi, 480; xviii, 320; in 
eighth judicial district, New York, xv, 18; 
Nova Scotia, xv, 112; patent office asso- 
ciation, xv, 216 ; Vermont, xviii, 340; Penn- 
sylvania, proposed state association, xix, 
80; Alabama state, xx, 500; Columbia 
Ce rrr ree TS xvii, 76 
New York bar association: action as to con- 
stitutional amendments, x, 279; meetings, 
etc., xi, 116, 179, 260; reports, etc., xi, 
37; xii, 385; xiii, 1, 16, 50, 67, 68, 122, 
17i; investigation of members, xiii, 259 ; 
proceedings, xiii, 278, 280, 358; xiv, 16; 
attempt to control publication of decisions, 
xv, 17; question of Jews as members, xv, 
321; proceedings, xv, 35, 183, 152; condi- 
tion and policy, xv, 462 ; whether commit- 
tee of, privileged as witnesses ........ xvi, 2 
New York state bar association, xii, 337, 353 
385; xiii, 50, 171, 280, 358, 391, 406, 423; xiv, 16 
19, 64, 188, 302, 317, 346, 349, 357, 366, 369, 373 
899, 400 ; xv, 35, 38,51, 89, 90, 134,278; xvi, 20 
121, 141, 213, 214, 248, 268, 288, 289, 310, 325 
341, 357, 366, 372; xvii, 394, 435; xviii, 477 
xx, 123, 398, 402, 417, 424, 440, 519 
county bar associations.... ...xiv, 318; xv, 35 
uses of bar associations; their increase...xiv, 336 
xvi, 126, 268 
American bar association... ... xviii, 141, 158, 161 
180; xx, 123, 161, 171, 176, 178 
report of committee on grievances...... xviii, 477 
admission to the bar, 
as to admission of colored persons and women, 
see those titles. 
admission in New York formerly matter re 
i cgekmesacidde 2nd: neeeuenna-ss 204 
rules i in New York.... , 56, 270, 372 ; ii, “iio, 
413, 463, 492; in Mera Ske ng ..i, 394; iii, 370 
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PAGE. 
concerning examinations for admission.....i, 350 
new rules of admission in New York.. . ii, 275 


299, 341, 381, “412; 418 
SN GE ic kh kecivnics Shseercineed iii, 276 
present standard in New York........... iv, 297 


injury to profession in New York by lax 
POE sc dancccpsshivdcntbecsnaagehenee’ iv, 309 

system of examination in Australia and else- 
WOE o.o.n0h.6:0.006esetsnndsiessanenends iv, 274 

what qualifications should be required.....v, 63 


notes and queries as to New York rules...v, 31 
vi, 293 
rules of admission in Ilinois.............. v, 53 
remarks on present laws of New York....v, 54 
rivileges of the law school. ..v, 72, 301 ; vi, 184 
ew York rules amended............... vii, 64 
law school and admissions............ ix, 84, 361 
numerous admissions in New York....... ix, 336 
correspondence as to admissions.. ....... ix, 406 
law schools and admission on diplomas; prof. 
I 6 BONER i. 6 cscidsvictcn- cose x, 100 
report of examination of students in Mlinois, x, 189 
state board of examiners suggested ...... x, 372 
present New York system......... o El, = 258 
examinations in England ................ i, 229 
admission of two hundred Columbia college 
SO sh ccnks <0ssu. a0nsens xi, 357, 360 
rules of admission in Canada..........-. xii, 15 
resolution of supreme court judges var ” 
pupils of law schools........ .......43 i, 82 
the law schools and their methods. . xii, 61" 212 
805 
amendment of rules for admission to the bar 
St BOE csima. deacseesdcecnan xii, 207, 305 
prof. Dwight’s views on admission...... viii, 107 


admission to the bar in New York discussed, 
xiii, 142, 202 
admission ; remarks on methods... .xiv, 302, 346 
judge Davis’ treatment of law students...xiv, 362 
examinations in England........... xiv, 400, 402 
strictness advocated............. xv, 38, 461, 481 
refusal to admit on law school diploma,..xv, 460 
520 


requirements for admission in New York ey 
and formerly 


New York rules....... xvi, 242, 249, 284, 307, 309 
325, 341 

refusal of court of appeals to modify rules, 
xvii, 78 

pending New York bill; preference to Albany 
rer eer ore rrr xvii, 118 

rules modified in favor of law schools outside 
BE Biskidesrrcsstnensadiaes xvii, 217, 235 
New York act amending law........... xvii, 298 

impediments to legal practice ; protection of 

professional standards................ xix, 
rulesof admission to practice in New York, xx, 259 
the two years’ rule justified............. xx, 281 
disbarment of attorneys; items....... x, 48; xii, 254 
xvi, 42, 340 

bench and bar; miscellaneous matter on the 
study of forensic eloquence...... --i, 3,30, 58 
bar stories, old and new...... Siu hake i, > = 

collection of legal wit........ sesseoosens 

studies in legal biography....... iii, 201, 341 396 


value of technical a4 in legal argument. -V, 293 
forensic eloquence ....vi, 350, 366; vii, 7, 39, 87 
sketches of some great English lawyers vi, 336 

358 


bar stories, new and old; anecdotes of judges, 


viii, 115, 131 
wives of great lawyers.... ........-00+ viii, 177 
literary work of judges and lawyers .....ix, 74 
modern eloquence ; change of style....... ~ 46 
the province of oratory .........2.eees08. 85 


the law and the legal profession ; D. D. Fiela’ 3 
MI bis:iccndcs ease Kesdeens rere s 





Bar Associations — continued. 

the alleged decline of forensic eloquence, 
the Beecher case, etc xi, 184, 
see further, Beecher cases in personal and 

local topics. 

—_ ag letters ; literary achievements of law- 
hhie une? Sab pa eeeeaw sebgaeaee xi, 
seeded diversions 
egal curiosities and anecdotes about old law- 
TUR ive 04050460n000sseres seme Peet xii, 
legal epigrams 
some venerable legal opinions (of former 
New York lawyers) 
attorneys in ancient days... ........... xiii, 
part of Massachusetts bar 
trials 
legal anecdotes 
study and discipline of great orators. .... Xx, 

Bar Associations ; see bar. 

Belligerents ; see international law. 

Bequest ; see wills 

Betterments; see municipal corporations. 

Bicycles, whether “ carriages ” in statutory sense, 

xix, 368; xx, 221; English case of assault on 
an ee es a ee xX, 

Bills of Exchange; see negotiable instruments ; 

international law. 

Bills of Lading; see carriers; negotiable instruments. 

Biographical Sketches and Notices; see per- 

sonal and local. 
Blockade; see international law. 
Bonds, deliv ery of, upon conditions........... x, 
see alteration of instruments; sureties; coupons. 
as to municipal bonds, see municipal corpora- 
tions, 

as to bonds of bank officers, see banks, 

as to railroad bonds, see railroads. 

as to corporate bonds in general, see corpora- 
tions. 

as to state bonds, see states. 

Book Notices, 
for notices of reports, see ii, further on. 


I. text-books and pamphlets ; digests ; 
selected cases, etc. 
Abbott’s Dictionary of Law Terms and 
NING so 00:0:0:9-0400:44:6:06920586)08 bbe xx, 
Abbott’s Digest of the Law of Corporations, 
i, 17: uiz, 
Abbott’s Digest of Reports of United States 
Courts and Acts of Congress... vi, 68; xi, 
Abbott’s Forms (supplement)............ 
Abbott’s Legal Remembrancer 
Abbott’s New Cases... xv, 478; xvii, 17; xx, 
Abbott’s New York Digest ey eeee i, 160; vii, 
288 ; viii, 191; ix, 15, 279: x, 
Abbott’s Reports of Practice Cases..... i, 58, 
ii, 508 ; iii, 
Abbott’s Reports of United States Decisions, 
O08: Fe Bhi ic cacesddsnangasersivnses viii, 63, 
Abbott’s — States Digest..... v, 238 ; vi, 
viii, 79; ix, 211, 360; x, 148, 288; xi, 242) 
xii, 111, 272, 286 ; xiii, 15, 85, ‘235, 277, 
xiv, 47; xv, 459; xviii, 19; xx, 
Abbott’s United States Court Practice baa-daie i, 
iii, 441 ; xv, 68, 
Abdy & Walker’s Commentaries of Gaius and 
Rules of Ulpian, .......ccccccocccvee mm 
Adams’ Life of Gallatin........ .......- Xx 
Addison on the Law of Torts (Wood). . 
Aird’s Civil Law of France 
American Decisions, xvii, 94, 355; xviii, 19, 
80; xix, 38, 363, 483; xx, 120, 
American Reports, ......-ii, 491 ; iii, 219 ; iv, 
vy, 386; vi, 422 ; ix, 265, 356; x, 67; xi, 4, 
xii, 133, 340; xiii, 158, 394; xiv, 272; xvi, 
160, 382, 404; xvii, 19, 260, 820 ; xviii, 104, 
444; xix, 144, 448 ; xx, 219, 


reports of 


PAGE. 


413 
126 
166 


343 
238 


402 
284 
125 


820 


257 


238 
363 


418 


191 
431 
306 
372 
138 


277 


180 
459 
243 
234 
112 
124 
224 
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PAGE. 


Ames on Taxation of Personal Property. .xvi, 356 
Andrews’ Precedents of Leases,........ xvii, 95 
Andrews’ Precedents of Mortgages ...... xix, 404 
Andrews’ Reminiscences of a Georgia lawyer, 
, 499 
Angell on Carriers..........-.++04+ eoeeeXVi, 287 
Angell on Limitations (May),........... xiii, 336 
Angell on Water-courses,........+. — xvi, 306 
Angell & Ames on Private Corporations. ..xi, 257 
Austin’s Lectures on Jurisprudence (Camp- 
SE Mather a icephedthiuhaeimbgenicn xii, 239 
Bainbridge on the Law of Mines and Min- 
ad. 6s ccdecscddacccoceceaseensesces ili, 362 
Baker's Law of New York Manufacturing 
COPPOFARIONS,... occcccrccccccccccscees xiv, 267 
Balch on International Courts of Arbitration,x, 303 
Baldwin’s Connecticut Digest..........5+ iii, 230 
Baldwin's Flush Times of Alabama and Miss. 
ear rer ee re xiv, 398 
Baker's Almanac and Register .......... xix, 110 
Barbour’s Chancery Practice,.....x, 15; xi, 200 
xiii, 85 
Barbour’s Digest of New York Reports, xv, 258 
xvi, 189, 267, 807 
Barbour’s Kentucky Digest........0.065 _ 264 
Barton's Suit on Equity .....ceceeeeeeees v, B00 
Bassett’s Criminal Pleadings and Sisslien i, s7 
Baylies’ Questions and Answers for Law 
PORGOMED cosine soccercccesrsccecees vill, 191 
Beard on Scientific Basis of Delusions.....xvi, 40 
Beccaria on Crimes and Punishments,.... vi, 804 
Benedict on Justices of the Peace,........iv, 106 
Benjamin on Sales (Perkins). . * 49; ‘xv, B07 
Benjamin's Student's Guide... ........66. 470 
Bennett’s Commentaries on the Law of Bail. 
MMOMEB. 000. cosscccccsscccces consese ili, 138 
Bennett's Fire Insurance Cases. Vv, 870; xvi, 267 
Bennett's Lecture on Farm DOO ae e-enaa xix, 224 
Bennett & Heard's Leading Cases in Crim- 
MED BOE ccscecsnes - cacdoceccsccces i, 97 
Bennett & Holland's Massachusetts Digest v, 230 
Bentham’s Introduction to Principles of 
Morals and Legislation, ...... .. 0... xiv, 447 
Bently’s United States Attorney-Generals’ 
EE Some than hess 4460 tena se ccneel xiii, 84 
Best's Law of Evidence (Wood)......... xili, 153 
Bigelow’s Elements of Equity.... ...... xx, 238 
Bigelow’s Index of Cases Overruled, etc..viii, 31 
Bigelow on the Law of Estoppel, vi, 231; xiii, 201 
I GO Nn ccs ccaccootecencas xvi, 478 
Bigelow’s Leading Cases ............0005 xii, 330 
Bigelow’s Life and rm? Insurance Re- 
ports. .iii, 200; v, 192; 263; xi, 402; xv, 195 
Bingham’ 8 Executory ( entencta "for the Sale 
TE UOONET, ov ondcdccvcccseeusnees vi, 295 
Bingham’s Law of Descent.............+.. i, 97 
Bishop’s Commentaries on the Law of Crim- 
Se Ps bdndedscccaesiessenadens v, 321 
Bishop’s Commentaries on Criminal Law, a, 247 
v, 214 
Bishop's Commentaries on the Law of Mar. 
MOND GE BV OIEB a 606s coscessecsccess viii, 31 
Bishop on Contracts ..............s00: xvii, 271 
Bishop on Insolvent Debtors..........- xviii, 500 
Bishop’s Law of Married Women...... xiii, 15 
Bishop on Statutory Crimes ............ vii, 95 
Bishop’s Teuchsa Grondie, a legendary poem, 
ii, 78 
Bispham’s Principles of Equity, ix, 178; xviii, 260 
Bispham on Receivers. ........... sess: v, 239 
Blackstone’s Commentaries (Cooley)....... ii, 483 
Blackwell on the Power to sell Land for Non- 
I Ne cnc andpekene donee xi, 179 
Blanchard & Weeks’ Leading Cases on Mines, 
xv, 358 
Blickensderfer’s Law Students’ Review, 
xviii, 40 





Bump on Conveyances by Debtors to Defraud 


Book Notices — continued. PAGE. 
Bliss’ Annotated Code ............0+0.: xvi, 355 
Bliss on the Law of Life Insurance, v, 79; x, 206 
Bliss’ Law of Pleading.............. .. xix, 183 
Blumenstiel on Bankruptcy............. xvi, 459 
Bonney’s Railway Laws... ............ xix, 79 
Boston University Year Book........... xiii, 318 
Bradwell’s Report of Examinations for the 

Re a ee re vii, 351 ; xvii, 496 
Brandt on Suretyship and Guaranty... xviii, 289 
Brice’s Ultra Vires............0+ x, 803; xiii, 49 
Brightly’s Bankrupt Law of the United 

DED. bbtbedesdddenbeenudtasdaniedee iii, 159 
Brightly’s Digest of Federal Decisions... . iii, 160 

viii, 885 
Broom’s Commentaries on the Common Law, 

vii, 8 
Broom & Hadley’s Commentaries on the 

Laws of England (Wait)..... xii, 271; xiii, 108 
Broom’s Legal Maxims..........0000005 ix, 268 
Broom's Philosophy of Law. . . xiv, 154, 208 
Brown's Epitome of Savigny 0 on Obligations 

Te ROMO BOW isc cdcvrccccccsccvcvecs vi, 828 
Brown on the Law of Fixtures .......... vi, 42% 
Brown's Life of Rufus Choate.......... xix, 180 
Brown's New Law Dictionary (Sprague)...x, 866 

xii, 286 
Browne's Digest of Statutes and Cases on 
Divorce and Alimony .......+055 » Vi, 85 
Browne's Humorous Phases of the Law, xii, 152 
Browne's Medical Jurisprudence of Insanity, 
v, 260; xii, 864 

Browne's Short Studies of Great Lawyers, 
xvili, 220 
Browne on Trade-marks.......+00055 eee Vil, 148 
Bump’s Composition in Bankruptey ... xvi, 880 


fo nr ere eee .viiO; xiv, 806 
Bump’s Internal Revenue Statutes baw eeeee ii, 868 
Bump’s Law and Practice in Bankruptey;..i, 18 

ili, 70; iv, 67; vil, 416; x, 819; xii, 174 xvi, 806 
Bump’s Notes of Constitutional Decisions, 

xvii, 205 
Burnham's United States Digest ......... iv, 182 
Burrill on Assignments (Bishop)......... xv, 237 
Burroughs on Taxation..........000005 xvi, 855 
Butler’s Lawyer and Client...........5.. iii, 349 
Byles on the Law of Bills of Exchange, ete. 

CANNGOED oc ccc cccacensescesiaccsees ix, 345 
Cadwallader's Law of Ground Rents..... xx, 419 
Campbell's Law of Nogligence. ....... —_ 259 
Campbell's Lives of the Chief Justices....ix, 42 

x, 96 
Campbell’s Outlines of Political History of 

BEIGRIMAM oc ccccccccccccsccesceesescs xv, 17 
Cases relative to Employment of British 

Licenses on United States Vessels ...... iii, 419 
Centennial Celebrations of New York ...xx, 379 
Chaille’s Medical ee er eere “xvi 878 
Chaney’s Digest of Michigan Reports. ...xiv, 2 
Chitty on the Law of Contracts (Russell and 

Path acancvevtsctantdsecdaceesnced 230 
Clarke & Co.’s Digest of Law Publications, 

xv, 339 
Clarke on Extradition... .......0sccccess. x, 128 
Clemens on Corporate Securities ........ xvi, 247 
Clunet; Questions de droit relatives a l’Ex- 

position International .............. xviii, 300 
Cocke’s Treatise on Common and Civil Law, 

iv 211 
Coddington’s Digest of Trade-marks...... xvi, 459 
Cole’s Conditions of Sale ................ xx, 79 
Collyer’s Law of Partnership (Wood). . —_ 219 
Comyns’ Abstracts of Title ............ i, 398 
Connecticut Blue Laws (Trumbull).. .xv, 139, 195 
Connecticut Practice Act....... ........ xx, 497 
Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations, ...... iv, i 

ix, 179 
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Cooley on the Law of Taxation... ..... xiii, 315 
Cooley’s Law of Torts ...........+ -xix, 163 
Copinger’s Index to Precedents in ‘Convey- 

GEE 6 cn cicccnccce ceceees 06 0606600eNy See 
Copinger's Law of Copyright............. “iif, 259 
Copp’s Public Land Laws ........+.+06. xiii, 152 
Cothran’s Revised Statutes............. xvii, 115 
Cowen on Jurisdiction of Justices of the 

Bs hedaman seeagnsceniath .jii, 79 
Cowen on the Law relating to Warrants and 

SOIT. «5 010 60.5:649:00 6s b0sinsesdes xi, 67 


Cowley’s Browne's Divorce and its Consequen.- 
COB wcccccsovcccs- cee cosvee ve sveses xx, 421 
Cowley on Origin and History of our Divorce 


Ns .cadcngeigs Veep eecaees xx, 282, 421 
Cox's \merican Trade-mark Cases,, Se = 
Cox on Common-law Practice . ... .xvi, 32: 
Crary’s Practice in Special Proceedings. xvi, 330 

Bob 


Crary on Writs of Mandamus and Prohibition, 
v, 200 
Cumberland’s De Lege Naturw ......... xii, 160 
Curtis, Benjamin Robbins, memoir of (Curtis) 
xx, 824, 404 


Curtis on the Law of Patents,......... o ae, & 
Cushing on the ‘Treaty of Washington... vil, 236 
Dahlgreen on Maritime Law ....... 62+ exVvi, 227 
Danicl on Negotiable Instruments ..... xiii, 452 
xx, 10 

Daniell’s Chancery Pleading and Practice, 
rae nee ce sseneny Wee 

Davidge & Kimball's ¢ ‘ompendium of Internal 
MOVORUO LOWE civ cccscccecececes coves sill, 410 
Desty's Admiralty Manual....... cocces XIX, 284 
Desty'’s California Citations ...... oo coe. lk, 00 
Desty'’s Federal Citations...... -xvil, 806 

Desty’ 8 Manual of Practice in F ederal ( ‘ourts, 
xii, 30 


Dietzsch’s ‘‘ Crowner’s Quest”. .........xvill, 100 
Dickson's Analysis of Kent's Commentaries, 


xi, 27% 
Digest of International Law.,...... ouss ah, Ge 
Dillon’s Law of Municipal Corporations. . vi, 868 
ix, 179 


Dillon on Removal of Causes ............xV, 878 
Doane's Epitome of the Law of Corporeal 


Hereditaments and Conveyancing ..... xi, 387 
Doctor and Student.............006 eecees ix, 245 
Doyle on the Oregon Election Case....... xv, 385 
Drake on the Law of Attachment.......: vii, 89 


xviii, 479 
Dramatic Authors; their rights at Common 
BP acacas + 0s b0edsnesseses enennewe iii, 418 
Drone on Copy right.. Shakin be ondage xix, 119, 288 
Dunlap’s Abridgment. of Elementary ‘Law, 
xiv, 155; xv, 499 


DOMIAD'S MABOR ..o.o.6.cccssccevsesecaene xix, 205 
Dunlap & Blickensderfer’s Abridgment of 
POOMROUARET DAW, «00.60. . 0:0546040s000006.06 x, 31 
Dwarris on Construction of Statutes...... iv, 68 
Edmonds’ Index and Analysis of New York 
ID « v:c.6rcsciensctneceveseeecenets vi, 408 


Edmonds’ New York Statutes at Large. ...i, 17 
ii, 279 


Edmonds’ Reports of Select Cases......... i, 58 
Edwards on Bailments................ xviii, 319 
Edwards on Brokers and Factors.......... ii, 423 
Elwell on Malpractice and Medical Evidence, 

iii, $22 
Estee’s California Practice............... ii, 388 


Estee’s Pleadings, Practice and Forms...xx, 59 
Etude de Législation Comparée, ete., Sur le 


err is eieomians j decked ee ii, 464 
ee | PTT Cee er ree xix, 383 
Evans’ Law of Principal and Agent...... xix, 203 
Evans’ Law of Principal and Agent (Ewell), 

xx, 498 
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Ewell on the Law of Fixtures,..........xiv, 415 
Ewell’s Leading Cases on Disabilities of In- 
fancy, Coverture and —— 5 Malek daeacel xiii, 316 
Fay’s Guide to Changes in New York —_= 
6 BE. ai ecéacaecs Seuctens ane vii, 384 
Fearne on Remainders, Coleman’s Epitome 
WE. cdesawtseneevensecenstees see oee Xvii, 456 
Fell on Mercantile Guarantees and Principal 
OG GMNOER ois x ascsinan conten passe vi, 294 
Feltham’s Essay on Law and a Xvi, 427 
Field on Corporations. ...........+ .eesXvi, 458 
Field on the Law of Damages. errs ©. xiv, 814 
Field’s Outlines of an International Code, 
xiv, 447 
Fisher's Digest (Jacob) .. 6. ees eeee xx, 50, 879 
Fisher's Digest of Criminal Cases..... v, 207 
Flanders on the Law of Fire Insurance, . ‘iv, 116 


x, 255 

Foote’s Bench and Bar of the South and 
WOME HOM.k.6.0.000ccndsecesesnne oe -xili, 405 
Fox's Digest of the Law of Partnership. . ‘vi 431 
Fortescue’s De Laudibus Legum Anglim,, 867 
Frank on the Bankrupt Act...... Cbesees fos 430 
Freeman on Co-tenancy and Partition ....xi, 258 

Freeman's Enforcement of Judgments against 


| eee eee seve eX¥, 500 
Freeman on the Law of Executions..... -xv, 14 
Freeman on the Law of Judgments,....vil, 256 

x, 271 


Freeman on Void Judicial Sales,........xvi, 246 
Gallaudet’s International Law,.........xix, 504 
Gary's Courts of Probate ......ee. eee XX, 400 
Gazzam's American and English Bankrupte y 
SOD 6. 0000crbind deen aiken wns é0.0ncVy, Ge 
Gazzain on the Bankrupt Law. ; ‘Ai, 280; v, 250 
Gazazam & Shinn's National Bankruptey Rewis. 
OOF TROON, 6 6:6.60:5 ca6udesses sehneneede vii, 416 
Gerard's Titles to ‘Real Estate in New York, 
i, 181; vill, 802 
Giffard on the Jurisdiction of Magistrates, 
— 816 
Gilbert’s Forum Romanum (‘Tyler)........ , 318 
Gillett’s Federal Government ; it Oicors and 
CGhP DUNGG 6 6.csciccrvicciseees se vee 
Gould & Son's Catalogue and bibliography 
OE SU Ts iiss cakes acesee aaene xviii, 60 
Gould’s Lawyers’ Diary Sis606eed csc reewe iii, 69 
Green’s Criminal Law Reports... x, 287; xii, 884 
Greenleaf on the Law of Evidence (May), 
xiv, 306; xv, 88 


Gross’ Attorney’s Business Docket....... iii, 159 
Gross’ Railroad and Warehouse Laws of 

PT er ree vi, 3869 
Gross on the Rule in Shelley’s case...... xv, 319 
Gross’ Statutes of Illinois......... vi, 68; viii, 31 
Guernsey's Key to Story’s Equity Jurispru- 

ID a 6 60:6 0:00.6065-008 Kan tuseiosene xiii, 372 
Guernsey’s Mechanics’ Lien Laws. ... . ix, 131 
Hall’s Essay on the Rights of the Crown on 

the Sea Shores of the Realm........... xi, 210 
Hamlin’s Maine Insolvent Laws........ xviii, 380 


Hanover on the Law of Horses.. vi, 116; xii, 301 
Harston’s Practice, Pleading and Evidence in 


COSerniie COUIEB .... 6505.00.50 cocacsene xv, 151 

Harvey’s Reminiscences of Daniel Webster, 
xvii, 24 

Hawes on nae ns Assignments for Credit: 
OO, 5.5.25:00:0564s0bcihesns seuan. casos xiii, 235 

Hawkins on the Construction of Wills 
ED oon. nic dnsssdesdeatncn<sces es vi, 294 
Hawley’s American Criminal Reports. . .-xvii, 74 
Hawley’s Nevada Digest.............. “xviii, 500 
Haymond on California Codes ..... .... xvi, 123 
Heard’s Criminal Law.............-.00. xix, 139 


Heard’s Curiosities of the Law Reporters, iv, 35 
Heard’s Principles of Criminal Pleading..xx, 238 
Hecker’s Cases on Warranty ......... .. xii, 3 
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Hent’s Forms and Use of Blanks ........ xv, 15 
Herman on Chattel Mortgages.......... xvii, 335 
Herman’s Law of Estoppel.............. iv, 179 
Herman on the Law of Executions...... xiii, 105 
Heron on Jurisprudence................ - 227 
High on Extraordinary Legal Remedies ...x, 173 
High on the Law of Injunctions......... ‘vii, 206 
High on the Law of Receivers.......... xiii, 296 
High’s Speeches of Lord Erskine ......... ii, 140 
Hill’s Manual of the Law of Fixtures. . --iv, 164 
Hilliard’s American Law..... xvi, 373; xviii, 459 
Hilliard’s Law of Contracts ..... da wenacn v, 159 
Hilliard’s Law of Injunctions ........... x, 414 
Hilliard on the Law of Taxation ........ xii, 898 
Hilliard on the Law of Torts ............ xi, 49 
Hilliard’s Remedies for Torts ............ ix, 98 
EE caine ted bee gk nkeene ves xx, 399 
Hoadley on Roman Law Procedure...... xvi, 3873 
Hoffman's Ecclesiastical Law in New York, 

vi, 247 
Hoffinan’s Ritual Law of the Church..... vi, 247 
Hoffman on Liberty and Order.......... xiii, 281 
Homans’ Bankers’ Almanac... .xi, 243; xvii, 175 


xvii, 476 
Horrigan & Thompson's Cases on Self-De- 
PE ckconekesadachel -nasdens-oscesdede x, 188 
Hough’s American Constitutions. ..v, 114; vi, 302 
408 
Howard’s New York Practice Reports..... i, 98 
181; ii, 150, 199, 503; iii, 19, 418 
Howson’s Inquiry into the Principles of the 
American Patent System..........- ... v, 871 
Hubbell’s Legal Directory...... iii, 8322; viii, 176 
x, 319; xii, 287; xv, 15; xvii, 59; xix, 19 
Hun’s Annotated Rules of Court ....xvii, 58, 7 
Hurd on Personal Liberty and the Writ of 
BEOMORS CORRES occ cccccccsvsccceses xv, 110 
Husbands’ Law of Married Women in Penn- 
DEN, ca kcine vane ckiaceseseseces xvii, 476 
Hutchinson’s Law of Carriers ......... xx, 498 
Indermauer’s Epitome of Leading Common 
PCN ch en ehbcecdssrdtonecencosds ix, 431 
Indermauer’s Epitome of Leading Convey- 
ancing and Equity Cases... .... ...... x, 335 
Index to English Common Law Reports. .xix, 382 
Insurance ; Report of Committee on Legisla- 
tion and. Rae Loy gett dednae xiv, 332 
International Law Digest ........... xvi, 266 
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184 Kansas eciai vols. 15, 16, yA 18, 19, 20, CRITE 6.5.0 sd. ctaccusebstnsacacanssene ix, 298 
335 _ rer i, 380; xiv, 379; xv, 33; xvi, 107 legal custody of dead bodies........... x, 70, 96 
xvii, 436 ; xviii, 399; xix, 60; xx, 258 throwing bodies overboard from passenger 
115 Kentucky Reports. . . xii, 414; Xv, 110; xviii, 339 WHINING 6 6 6c ice sccuicsiaconeens x, 192, 207, 223 
Louisiana Annual Reports, vol. 26 baal xii, 319 English case as to inscription on tombstone, 
160 Lowell’s Decisions, vols. 1, 2....v, 389 ; xvi, 266 xii, 2, 32, 118, 176 
140 Maine Reports, vols. 61, 66, _ eer er en ix, 412 litigation as to burials ; late cases, xiii, 140; x, 80 
138 xvi, 805; xix, 303 stealing dead bodies ; the Stewart case. . xviii, 881 
139 Maryland Reports, vols. 30, 35, 44, 47..... ii, 259 duty of husband to bury deceased wife...xx, 401 
419 vi, 295; xvi, 19; xviii, 320 funerals and graves, law pertaining to xviii, 485 
386 Massachusetts Reports, vols. 99, 114, 115, 120, Catholic trustees compelled to admit heretic’s 
46 121, 123, 124, 125....... i, 79; xi, 147; xiv, 280 remains to burial...........sseeseeees xx, 442 
395 xv, 519; xvi, 247; xviii, 404; xix,104; xx, 24] California, 
18 McArthur’s Reports, vols. 1, 2...xii, 93; xvi, 39 codification; Mr. Tield’s letter to California 
243 Michigan Reports, vols. 19, 22, 37, 40..... iii, 259 ERE tro eR RE Sc ii, 465 
| vi, 304; xviii, 499 ; xx, 357 CHO INE: G05. 5.6 hi:de bn tdcaesas si: 156, 307 
315 Minnesota Reports, vol. 22 jeensenanened xvi, 189 the civil and "penal codes of California.. ..iv, 277 
195 Mississippi Reports, vol. 52............. xvi, 139 the civil code of California................ v, 69 
378 Missouri Appeal Reports, vols. 1, 2..... xvii, 255 adoption of civil code... ....0...scccsesecs v, 182 
118 Nebraska Reports............... x, 414; xiv, 362 the codes, committee’s report ............ 191 
305 New Hampshire Reports, vols. 50, 57.....vi, 424 coincidence in California and New York 
303 xvi, 419 WR ack tdcr cs. 02 pengdawennan vi, 397; ix, 6 
15 New Jersey Equity Reports, vols. 28, 30..xvii, 155 Oades’ bigamy case (purported); law of re- 
120 xix, 443 marriage in cases of absence. .ix, 5, 25, 253, 264 
New Jersey Law Reports, vols. 11, 29. xviii, 360 counterfeiting of state seal............ xviii, 21 
27 xix, 404 movement against jury system ........ xviii, 341 
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California — continued. PAGE. 
trial by jury under new constitution... .xviii, 420 

* the successful adoption of New York code, 
xix, 324, 344 

conspiracy and murder case in Sacramento 
RUE $45 NAdiSdetindendbaee-onks sos xix, 446 

the new constitution ; its abolition of grand 
Lape eee Ae epeankadédedesdadat xix, 466 

= judge charged in court with corrup- 
pM die tencideaduces sadssuebewdud i, 80 
alleged degenerate condition of bar...... vii, 164 
the bench and bar of Quebec ............ vii, 175 
judicial reforms........... viii, 416; xiii, 86, 156 
Ns casnccctctcsoccccccsecs x, 80 
court of appeal proposed............. ... xi, 116 
bill amending copyright act.............. xi, 138 
the merchant shipping bill.. ........... xiv, 2 
revision of statutes of Ontario . xiii, 156 


Capacity; see insanity. 
Capital ment, 
connected topics; erime ; criminal law. 
refusal of German parliament to abolish 
CREE SEE ELE ID ee ‘ 
abolition refused in Switzerland, v, 318; re- 
marks on abolition in Iowa, v, 284; rejected 
in England, vi, 107; bills in Vermont to 
abolish, vi, 268; remarks on capital punish- 
ment, vii, 199; xi, 100 ; objections to hang- 
ing, xiii, 391; New Jersey bill against 
hanging, xv, 153; Belgium, xv, 91; xvi, 480; 
iu Italy, Maine, England, results of ex- 
perience, xvi, 1; right to inflict restored to 
Swiss cantons, xix, 464; effect of abolition 
in Michigan, xx, 142; "restored in Iowa, 


xvii, 238 
Carriers; see also, railroads ; shipping. 
their duty as to providing sigesc teat car- 
PN Ghiakieedidasraace -s 40¢éateeness . 
liability of passenger-carriers for wilful mis- 
conduct of employees .... .......+++++ iii, 105 
liability of carriers for wrong delivery. . ii, 163 
definition of “ personal baggage”’......... iii, 470 
responsibility of carriers beyond their own 
ere Peer iii, 485 
power to limit liability for negligence, iv, 69, 148 
one-sided stipulations printed on tickets ..iv, 170 
the Westfield ferry-boat suits............. v, 264 
transportation of dogs ............eeeee0s v, 299 
of cattle, liability beyond their own line...v, 389 
what constitutes traveller's baggage beara vi. 58 
termination of common carrier’s responsibili ty 
OU TRORIET oa... cc cr ccsocccccceccsecces vii, 97 
liability of passenger carriers for torts of 
their servants..... Rb eseesrer :- sosckees vii, 370 
damages against carriers............. viii, 5, 21 
duties of on and carriers of dangerous 
MPUMEED.ccecesrec.ces sserecssse coves viii, 145 
liability of carriers as to goods taken C, O, D., 
viii, 146 
right of carrier to limit his liability..... viii, 370 
liability of express companies ...... ter ees x, 131 
rights and duties of carriers as pete 
nid. 500 0500066, coccvescscceeedcnsclly 136 
post mortem rights ; throwing overboard b “' 
ies of passengers dying on voyage. .x, 12, 207 
228 
lability of passenger carriers for accidents, 
X, 219, 224 
duty of carriers to protect goods...... ... x, 880 
Swiss law as to money a a sent by ex- 
press on fictitious valuation....... .... xi, 246 
limitations of liability .............4. xii, 7, 48 
actions against carrier for non-delivery...xii, 68 
felony by carrier’s servants. ..........005 xii, 188 
through carriage and through tickets... .xii, 848 
pro federal legislation to prevent cru- 


elty to transported animals. .........xviii, 


441 





Carriers — continued. PAGE. 
exemption from liability for their own neg- 
TMOMOD.. co ccccccccccscocsccscses xix, 808, 348 
what is reasonable personal baggage..... xx, 422 
Challenge; see jur'y. 
Champerty, 
GOCRPIMNE Of<...46. cccrcccccccsccccccccces vi, 185 
late decisions concerning .............+: xix, 468 
Checks; see banks ; negotiable instruments. 
Children; see infancy. 
China and Chinese, 
law courts of Shanghai...............+.. ii, 196 
legal tribunals of China ........ ..eesee- ii, 277 
laws of Pacific coast concerning......... xiv, 51 
Chinese pleading . ......ccccccccccscss xiv, 248 
criminal procedure in C oS aeaceaEe xvi, 401 
application of naturalization laws to... .xvii, 857 
abrogating treaty by act of congress.... xix, 166 
the code Napoleon to be adopted in China 
xix, 226 
cutting off queues an unlawful punishment, 
xx, 41 
proposed international court............ xx, 501 
Christianity, 
and the common law....... xii, 359 ; xiii, 16, 366 


relations of christianity to the common law, 
XX, 262, 265, 285, 301, 
Churches, and ecclesiastical matters in general. 
see also, christianity. 
as to taxation of, see taxation. 
remarks on ecclesiastical tribunals 


English ecclesiastical courts........... -iii, ¢ 


jurisdiction of courts in church matters ...v, 
part taken by lawyers in ecclesiastical mat- 
SR ceccen) abcentne satin dbs néeania vy, 
ecclesiastical jurisdiction in this country. . vi, 
internal revenue assessments on religious 
PO id. 00:55 pb eseRened er neeeDenenevns vii, 
Michigan bill to restrain churches in disci- 
plining their members...............- vii, 
assessment of church property for local im- 
PTOVEMENES . 2... cece eee eeeees . Vii, 
English tomb-stone case....... xii, 2, 32, 113, 
numerous cases in England...... ix, 321 ¢ sh 
xii, 2, 18; xiii, 

bishop Whittingham’s case in Baltimore, xii, 
judicial recognition of the devil in England, 
xii, 

late ecclesiastical decisions.. .......... Xiv, 
the great pew case in Canada........... xvi, 
ecclesiastical tribunals; Talmage trial... xix, 
286; xx, 

English cases involving questions of ritual. 
ism, xv. 152; xvi, 159, 848 ; xvii, 60; xviii, 
xix, 

rights of priest refusing obedience to bishop, 
xvi, 357; suit against priest injuring stable 
keeper’s business xix, 

Citizenship and Civil Rights, 
connected topics: constitutional law; Chinese; 
colored persons ; women ; aliens ; corpo- 
rations ; militia, 

supplemental civil rights bill passed...... T; 
the New York civil rights bill 
state citizenship........... . 
United States citizenship .........6+. ++ Xl, 


eee ee meee ee eee 


340 


246 
22 


141 


266 


American citizenship... ....seeeseessees xv, 484 


state citizenship, law reviewed ........ 
United States citizenship.......... see xvi, 
see further, colored persons, 
Civil Law; see Roman law. 
— Service, reform in, iv, 810; commissioners’ 
See ee ee ee rn iv, 
Claims, against government ; official volume on, 


xi, 
court of claims, etc, see 


as to federal 
United States. 


Civil Damage Laws; see liquors, 








fele! 
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43 
122 


35 
168 


96 
77 
48 
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Claim and Delivery; see replevin. PAGE. 
Olergymen; see churches. 
Clubs, 
the law of clubs.......cccccccss be enecnen v, 226 
Labouchere case; other cases. ik sadkediais xx, 441, 461 


chancery jurisdiction over,in England . xx, 518 
Codification; see law reform ; international lav. 


Collection Agencies, 
collection agencies and legal firms,........ iv, 266 
xv, 481 
collecting associations ....... x, 212; xii, 159, 2 
xiv, 
employer liable for wrongful arrest by collec- 
TOM AGONE. . cccrccccccccccacccccccers xvi, 41 
Collision; see shipping. 
Colorado, 
proceedings of bar, on expiration of judge’s 
RI Or WINS oo 6h. 000940. 001640000050 ix, 415 
kidnapping of a federal judge .......... xiv, 141 
organization of federal courts .......... xiv, 432 
PUNE BE. « occsc cc cccsscseesecencs xvi, 441 
Colored Persons; see also, citizenship and civil 
rights. 
colored attorneys admitted to bar: in Boston, 


i, 39; Tennessee, iii, 20; Richmond, iii, 220; 
Kentucky, v, 32; refused admission in 
Maryland, xvi, 461; refusal of Virginia 
magistrate to sit with colleague teaching 
negro school, i, 263 ; action under Louisiana 
social equity law, i, 500 ; items asto jurors, 
ii, 220, 260; iii, 220; xix, 465; right to tes- 
tify in Kentucky, v, 229; to vote in Mary- 
land, iv, 180; colored judge in Georgia, 
iii, 160; proposed for president’s cabinet, 
vi, 334, 348; F. Douglass appointed marshal 


of district of Columbia................ xv, 280 
the New York civil rights bill; places of 
amusement....... vii, 355; viii, 3,111; ix, 121 
state legislation to nullify federal civil rights 
Pr tbrcndasncictignhe 40606000660%961 xi, 165 
right to public education................ a, 6 


on bench and at barin South Carolina....xii, 16 
bill in Rhode Island allowing inter-marriage, 
xv, 240 
removal into federal court of Virginia of cases 
of colored men charged with murder... .xix, 225 
federal legislation concerning colored men as 
re ie FF ee xix, 465 
state legislation against miscegenation...xix, 485 
Commerce and commercial tribunals, 
commercial tribunals proposed in England, 


ii, 492 
fg rrr ae 
COUFtH OL COMMMETOS, ...0. 0. ccccccccccccess iv, 341 
national code of commerce wanted, v, 99; ix, 153 
French tribunals of commerce.......... viii, 164 
courts of commerce discussed, viii, 324; ix, 300 
xx, 501 

see also, Hyypt. 
Composition agreements ....... ..ceeeerees xiv, 436 
xv, 85 


see also, bankruptcy. 
Concealed Weepema, law of New York as to 


NE dS Ka dabEehds0s-0600000soesseedeewe ii, 136 
Confessions a evidence, 
Conflict of Laws; see also, international law ; 


consuls, 
of state and federal courts; see states, 
possible complications from difference in mar. 


MN diss chudia che tees saneaneee iv, 123 

efficacy of foreign judgments .. .iii, 899; xvi, 250 

reviews of Wharton on .......... v, 188; xii, 282 
conflicting claims on stockholders in foreign 

SIE i.0)0.046:4 0 0nsegs0 000000000 xii, 192 
question of jurisdiction of French court over 

English corporations. ..........s06. xvi, 268 
conflicting statutes of limitation in England 

ONE INGIA. .ccccccrcccccece cccccccccc cRik, 484 


Connecticut, PAGE. 
refusal to amend divorce laws........-. ii, 47 
the “ blue laws”....... vi, 215, 232; xy, 189, 195 
Lyme a legal Mecca. ...... satire 104 
inaccurate framing of laws...... Cocccces ix, 
legal reminiscences of Litchfield ....... xiv, 252 
general law for county law library associa- 

CODE oo ccccccccccsccvccccssccsscseces xv, 801 
revision of procedure...........+.++: xix, 2) 41 
litigation with New York concerning bound- 

GEE TB. onc c cc cnccsesctcescessssasada xx, 861 
gL ee ae Erne xvii, 70 
constitutional amendment changing judges’ 

tenure Of Off1C0 ........cceccccccccees xix, 

Conspiracy, 
as to strikes and trades- unions, see labor. 
combinations to raise prices............4. iii, 405 
the law of conspiracy .........sseeeee0s vii, 389 
Constitutional Law; see also, states; United 
States; citizen ship ; emigration ; stay-laws; 


jury; taxation; elections; army; ‘militia, etc. 


taxing drummers from other states ..... iv, ~ 

rights of commercial travellers............ vy, 

the slaughter-house Cases ...........+++. vii, 280 

study of constitutional questions in connec- 
tion with reconstruction.............+- x, 356 

adopting new constitution by means not in 
CRGAMIC TAD 00.00 cccsccsrcbesrassdsevees x, 357 

neglect of constitutional law by English law- 
DOUG. : ccccncebadccesdanaecengeastoaed xii, 


constitutionality of enforcement acts... .xiii, 278 
Bloomingdale asylum case in New York, xvii, 403 
certain powers under the federal constitu- 


oe, ET ee eee xix, 47 
vested rights; litigation concerning Bing- 
hamton inebriate asylum............. xix, 465 
Consuls, 
immunity of foreign consuls from jurisdic 
tote CF GIRAO COREY: 6.66.60 cccuescecene xii, 327 
privilege of foreign consul in France....xiv, 220 
their jurisdiction ; taking evidence, ete. “xviii, 255 
CURMGIRE COUT 0. 5 06.0sisi0n chins doses case xx, 501 
Contempt, 
newspaper contempts of court...... .... iii, 1 
commitments for contempt by houses of con- 
COE TOTO ery eo rere iv, 362 
member of bar committed for contempt by 
judge Barnard . ..o..50.000cccrcccesess 152 
proceedings against Chicago paper .. . vi, 3017 817 
"834, 348, 349 
contempts committed in the actual presence 
of the court; law reviewed ........... vii, 129 
constructive contempt ; Malley case. vii, 130, 264 
case of contempt...........seeeee «+++ Vii, 148 
contempt by interfering with grand jury i the 
Pe ee 117, 149 
penalties for contempts in other pith» xi, 245 
concerning contempts......+...++++++ee++ xi, 249 


Texas editor in contempt of federal court, xi, 873 
judge Davis’ proceedings in Tweed case . 408 
xii, 108 
see further, personal and local, 
contemmpts of court; notable cases....... xii, 218 
a 0 Ayeneen punished for contempt in 
Eakin 0 4 esearch ein ne eel xiv 800 
Miss ¢ Glyn’ s case in England ..........++ xiv, 75 
commitment for, by municipal councils or 
COMMIASIONS,. ....00000: creccccscccss xvi, 96 
Yates’ case in New York in 1810 ....xx, 180, 200 
as to newspaper contempts, see further, 
newspapers. 
Contract, 
connected topics; fraud ; wager ; evidence, 
act of God, indiscriminate use of phrase ...i, 78 
operation ot usage on contracts. .ii, 866; vill, 174 
contractor and contractee ; independent em- 


ployment,......0-ceee¢ reve TT Te Ty i, 261 





the place of contract......ssceeeeeeeeseee¥, 118 
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Contract — continued. 
contracts for work and labor..............V, 
conditions excusing non-performance......v, 
contracts by letter................6. accaeNn 
actions for misrepresentations relating to an 

illegal contract 
electing to avoid a contract....... occcc cWill, 
as to rescission, see also, fraud. 
the consideration of a simple contract ....ix, 
exoneration from performance by default of 

OEE 6 occ isccncacccsccecccuecs ook, 
accident as an excuse for non-performance, x, 
contracts conditioned on the existence of the 


epecifie thing. ........2..... <50040e0 eo 
implied contracts for services............ xi, 
enforcement of promises made for benefit of 
Sera ono6:Sily Bhs Se 
lobbying contracts ........ acaeeunsans «. .Xxi, 
Pact Mlicita..... 6.6 -eeveeereccsesesess xii, 
— on promises for benefit of third per- 
Co tiaeh ieee diam aaa xiii, 362; xv, 278, 338, 
the. y watt hd that making affidavit of the debt 
is a good consideration............... xiv, 
respondeat superior ; doctrine discussed ; in- 
ependent employment .... ........ xiv, 
breach of covenant to pay the debt of onnliaen 
xv, 
pleading breach of contract in New York, xv, 
contracts of incompetent persons........ xvi, 
Contractors, public ; see contract ; municipal cor- 
rations. 


Contribution between wrong-doers.. .iii, 380; vi, 
Convicts; see prisons and convicts. 
Copyrigh 
in private letters ; law humorously reviewed, 
ii, 


the question of international copyright... .iv, 2 


v 

international copyright law urged in England, 
v, 301, 330; xi, 323 

late French decisions as to literary prop- 
GF a cris cesdesccncccrccccaccesoessas vi, 62 

report of committee of congress on inter- 
national copyright...........-.... .+ vii, 117 
on a law of intellectual property........ * 208 
bill to amend Canadian act........ Ad meee i, 133 
dramatic copyright . ..........e.e0. xi, $25, 420 
ancient case of copyright....... sree oe+-Xii, 66 

Charles Reade on authors’ copyright.....xii, 12 

international copyright....... xii, 148; " xviii, 62 
copyright of English manuscripts....... xiii, 123 

common-law rights to literary property, 

xv, 445, 465 
review of Drone’s work........... « eeu ae 
I 6 6 od cc ceencncnadensed xx, 218 
in case of musical and artistic subjects...xx, 322 
in photographs of persons....... ....... xx, 422 

Coroners, 
popular belief that body must not be touched 
NOD os oc acndensecaccusnee i, 56 
“‘crowner’s quest law;” precedent in Plow. 
Sy IUD 6. 6:5:0.66.5 0-600 660004see8snene i, 117 
inefficiency of coroners’ courts; the Nathan 
Pad Fbbhseedndccenndcnsanesend ii, 231, 232 
coroners’ practice in examination of wit- 
ae cn wd eee waka si eaka ry 291 
Wilkinson case in Baltimore............. , 317 
whether lawyers or doctors should be = 
I a dae 5060 Ondseccndscanesaacedd x, 340 
not authorized to employ chemical assistance, 
xii, 2 
coroners in England................-. .-xiv, 80 
reform proposed in England. . cocscoeRiv, 210, 180 
abuses of the office. ..............0000-. xiv, 337 
history of the office; late Massachusetts act, 
xv, 281 
case of compromise verdict by English coro- 
BAGO FUEF. 2 ccc ccccccccccccccccccccess xx, 340 


PAGE. 


165 
271 
272 


282 
358 


228 


38 
158 


246 
20 


191 
296 
120 
418 
112 
195 
424 
479 
292 


23 


Corporations; see also, banks ; 





PAGE. 
railroads; in- 
surance ; stocks, ete. 
whether corporate bodies can be guilty of 
PE citbisdanisisakeacsies reaale iii, 457 
actions by and against joint-stock companies 


and other associations ; parties.......... v, 19 
bonds issued ultra vires ....... ea 
directoral intrigues....... oes 0 
contracts by corporations ; necessity of seal, 

ix, 277 
are domestic corporations liable to attachment 

under the New York code ........ .... xi, 122 
conflicting claims on shareholders in foreign 

CE ici acddaedaeke arias. “eae xii, 192 
why not favored by juries......... .« 2, 


brevity desirable in corporate names ....xiv, 141 
duties of directors ; protection of stockhold- 
Or ERGs e hbk $66 Hehe haR KS, +0 ceeeeXiv, 253 


ers 
effect of by-laws it in case of strangers ....xvi, 399 
citizenship of; cases reviewed.......... xvi, 344 
California law permitting cumulative voting, 
xvii, 218 
mode of taking votes at shareholders’ meet- 
ME Wtdinhaess obsunieennnaees .... Xix, 484 
Coupons, ownership in stolen................ vi, 235 


Courts; see judges and courts. 
Covenants ; 3 see contract ; 
Creditor’s bill, execution as the basis of...... xv, 264 
Crime; see also, criminal law; 


landlord and tenant. 

pardons; mur- 
der and homicide. 

as to treatment of criminals, see prisons and 
convicts. 


as to female criminals, see also, women. 


increase of crime in hot season............ v, 392 
epidemic character of crime.......... vi, 206, 214 
statistics of crime in England, etc., xii, 290, 
xx, 200 
cumulative sentences on inveterate criminals, 
x, 296 


report on causes of crime in New York. .xiii, 139 
Mr. Angell’s essay on prevention of crime, 


xiv, 190 
three great lawbreakers (Tweed, Morrissey, * 
BOOTIES 2 5 6 onnddn cc tnndesescsceersae xvii, 440 
bill to prevent landing of foreign criminals, 
GOD oo crccccecsssecceccsceeseece -xviii, 481 
safety of life at south compared with north 
xix, 326 
increase of crime in this country.........zx, 2 
BE NENT. 6 oc os cesenaccsceces my 20 
crime at north and south compared....... 19 
1, 101, 139 
spontaneous and imitative crime distin- 
_ guished i aaa eee eae —— 


Law; see also, evidence ; also titles 
of particular crimes, murder, arson, ete. 
connected topics; capital punishment; crime; 
insanity ; prisons and convicts ; pardons ; 


trials ; infanticide. 
law of review in criminal cases............ i, 82 
right of poor prisoner to counsel ; demecum: | 

of public provision for...........++-ee0el, 85 
change of venue in criminal cases ......... i. 195 
numerous recent convictions of innocent per- 

BOMB. bs ccccccceccescoscecensecaseseces i, 211 
ought the state to reimburse acquitted pris- 

OROER. oc ccccnsecscccevcccsscocecesccace i. 246 
burlesque trial for felony by court of sessions 

= gf SN reer ye i, 2 
survey of European criminal law...... i, 485. 505 
nature and definition of crimes....... ... ii, 41 
lack of system in this country as to preserv- 

ing evidence of crime.......... .....-- ii 
resuscitation of executed criminals for _ 

CNP PMONOIES. . oc cccccceseesssesee 190 
syllabus of lectures on criminal law . oil, “488, 514 


demurrers in criminal cases..............iii, 21 
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Criminal Law — continued. PAGE 
inequalities of sentences .......... oeenen iii, 68 
juvenile offenders and vagrants.......... iv, 181 
offers of rewards for conviction, disapproved, 

iv, 186 

accepting plea of guilty...............4-. v, 24 
separate terms suggested for civil and crimi- 

I IIR. 56:60 0690 0.0665 000 0 66tanennhe v, 24 

national code needed............e-ceeeees vs 99 

agreement to fight; effect on liabilities....v, 329 


the nature and “object of criminal law, vi, 220, 236 

the whipping post; discussion at interaa- 
CEE GORIIND os 9:0:0:4.60 raebcsccegenes 70 

minor items: criminal punished by whipping 
in Canada, i, 462; whipping in Virginia, ii, 
260; v, 401 ; ix, 164, 180; xviii, 21; in 
Kentucky, iii, 382; viii, 160; adopted in 
Australia for offenses against chastity of 
women, v, 213; recent public whipping in 
Pennsylvania, viii, 224; in England, opin- 


ion of judges as to flogging ....... xi, 148, 149 
case of shooting boy stealing fruit........ vi, 123 
possession of stolen goods..........++00+. vi, 218 
entering nol. Pros... ...cccsecccece wecece vi, 284 
the immediate punishment of crimes...... vi, 332 
newspaper notions as to rehearings....... vi, 366 
government fees in England for consultation 

PN NIN, 64 coe s:ndecaminee art vii, 21 


life sentences and pardons; New York bill, 
vii, 22; xi, = 


criminal court of errors suggested........ vii, 

on a uniform criminal code for the United 
te bi Annes china ncacnaiGee vii, 146; ix, 89 | 

results of criminal trials by judges and juries 
I sais 5.6 tence 0 0di0schanedeecens vii, 368 

the English private prosecution system ; re- 
er rere viii, 406 


examinations in criminal cases, ix, 17, 133; xi, 56! 


practice of reproof of criminals by judges, 


iz, 105 
what constitutes malice ................-. x, 138 
crime committed in part in two jurisdictions 

x, 182 
new penal code of canton of Geneva ...... x, 256 
cumulative punishment for repeated offenses, 

x, 296 


forms of prosecution in different countries, x, 324 
new penal code of Austria; changes in penal 

BE SU,  on6s cdnctevee.c6eeeane x, 388 
defect in laws as to crimes on shipboard. .xi, 309 
moot cases in criminal law, from Dr. Bar's 

itcthick re nnennetubteesecesh eat xii, 8 
charging homicide in several counts......xii, 15 
veto of New York act reducing long sentences 

of imprisonment .......- ..++-++-+++5 xii, 16 
necessity of guilty knowledge to —— 


Es ik dicen dita sn censene sgs0eenent 50 
cumulative sentences...... xii, 144, 175, 208° 287 
limitation of indictments....... xii, 209, 223; 225 
changes in modes of punishment and whipping 

Pdkis adhe Opeangeasen. each we xiii, 187 
stay of execution in criminal cases. - xiii, 337, 356 
388, 420 

bill to compensate counsel of poor prisoners 

PN GOO... -cacccncerccesses . xiii, 219 
administration of penal law; its supposed 

inequality... .......+sseeeeeeeeeeeeeee xiv, 65 
propriety of presence of surgeon at execu- 

Di cctrccneneseesecsns seevenineil xiv, 188 
foreign practice of proceeding against absent 

OEE OEIC xiv, 271 
criminal jurisdiction of the federal govern- 

SE 966s 6-0 sees bies shneaven énsvence xv, 90 
laws antecedent to DOIN. 6.0: 00000093 xvi, 420 
review of sir J. Stephen’s paper on reform of 

SD Pi cncdcenneevnade cvs egenen xvi, 448 
reconsidering the sentence.......... ... xvi, 480 


case of success of false alibi............ xvii, 40 
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PAGE. 


New York bill to give complainant right to 
NS. 5:5-5:505.6~ 05. nbpienn oes Ranmnae xvii, 198 
difficulty of duly measuring sentences ..xvii, 296 
punishment of wealthy offenders...... xvii, 397 
cases of crime by somnambulists ...... xviii, 120 
unwillingness of juries to convict of murder 
RF GOOD 5.0.5 0.054 nmr an soamenited xviii, 281 
some late noteworthy cases............ xviii, 504 
ignorance as a defense in criminal cases, xix, 84 
time of sentence, how reckoned ....xix, 244, 245 
theories of punishment ................ xx, 241 
conviction of innocent persons; the galley 
case in England ...........- xx, 122, _ 300 
curious cases in criminal law............ x, 364 
minor items: the English ticket of leave pn 
tem, ix, 397; blowing sepoys from cannon, 
x, 416; cases in England of wrong convic- 
tion, xii, 64; xvi, 420; symbolical custom 
in Bavaria at execution, xiv, 880; criminal 
justice in seventeenth century in New York, 
xii, 383; peine forte et duré, inflicted in 
England in 1726 and 1735, xvi, 228; motion 
to secure comfort of prisoners on trial, New 
EE: NMR dindese. dndcacadesseaned xx, 281 
Cumulative Voting ; see elections. 
Curtesy, 
New York bill to modify law of......... xiii, 51 
abolition proposed ...........+ .0. xix, 348, 365 
_ Custody of Children ; see infancy. 
2 | Custom and Usage ; see usage. 
| Cyprus, courts of justice in ............... xviii, 300 
Damages; see also particular titles, as sale ; negli- 
gence. 
remote and consequential; law humorously 
POGUE... 0.0.60:0.0305040 00-0 ca000s ii, 184, 300 
remoteness and proximity of............. iii, 458 
see also, railroads ; telegraphs ; negligence. 
the measure of damages; law reviewed... vii, 237 
xiv, 152 
CA META OE. ois cncccccnesae denen xvi, 474 
for personal injuries, measure of ........ xx, 90 
Death, 
as to legal custody of dead bodies, see 
burial ; coroner. 
as to death penalty, see capital punishment. 
as to actions for causing, under civil damage 
acts, see liquors ; see,also, negligence. 
as to particular deaths ; see obituary notices. 
presumption of death; the seven years period, 
viii, 187; i, 443 
proof required by bank of England ...... xv, 280 
Deeds ; see also, mortgages. 
estoppel by deed .......c.scccccesccceces ii, 299 
CORRTEIIE GIO oo 5. 0:0: 0:640554044ennsons4d vi, 345 
New York bill to abbreviate forms of..... xi, 245 
SRGIORIIOR OE. 0.5. 6:4:00 0. 0nnbn0000000sdiee xii, 117 
see also, registration. 
instance of a paradox in conveyancing.. xiv, 36 
tautology in deeds and mortgages .. ... xix, 450 
short form of deeds in use in Ontario, xix, 
483 ; in Maine and West Virginia, xix, 524; 
DI cn nedddciiedsintheath, paeb sae xx, 40 
ancient Egyptian form of..............+. xx, 40 
Delaware, 
bill to abolish life tenures in office....... iii, 289 
unpopular appointment of chancellor... .viii, 344 
Depositions, 
New York bill as to use of............... ix, 284 
taking evidence abroad .............. xviii, 255 
Descent, 
issue; and dying without issue....... vi, 264, 383 
the rule in Shelley’s case.............06. xii, 203 
Kansas law of descent ; rights of wife ..xvi, 384 
xvii, 60 
Dictionaries ; authority of Webster’s. .xii, 31; xx, 381 
District of Columbia, 
malfeasance of justices in.. ........... viii, 119 
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District of Columbia — continued. PAGE. | Dower — continued, PAGE. 
report of argument in the safe-burglary case, New York bill to modify law of dower and 
x, 414 SEE sibGd 5 osbiend cer s0s508< xiii, 51, 87 
law applicable to; confused condition of law, district of Columbia bill concerning .... -xiv, 108 
x, 182; xi, 260; xiv, 347 question as to abolition of .............. xiv, 49 
infanticide in...........c0.00. xiv, 403; xv, 112 abolition proposed in New York ....xix, 348, 365 
charges against judge.................. xiv, 80| Dramatic Performances; see theaters ; cop right. 
reorganization of courts ; action of bar asso- Drunkenness, 
ee ee. Caeeaa od xv, 340 asa ie in contract cases.............. i, 158 
reform in procedure proposed ...... xvi, 290, 462 as a defense in civil cases ............... vi, 118 
salary of retiring judges .............. xviii, 362 see also, liguor's. 
Disturbance of meetings..... .........0.05: xx, 124| Duelling, 
Dividends ; see stocks. agreement to fight, effect on liability...... v, 329 
Divorce, duellist convicted of involuntary man- 
laws of Connecticut............... i, 76, 421, 424 eramgiter tm Virginia. ......ccccesceces ix, 7% 
ii, 47| Basement; see light ; real property. 
husband and wife as witnesses.... ... i, 245, 196 | Education; see schools and public education * law 
Massachusetts bill abolishing divorces a schools. 
ee Ard ceo chs cenie eens i, 475 | Ecclesiastical Law; see churches. 
divorce statistics of Cincinnati, ii, 60; applica- Egypt, 
tions for separation de corps in France, ii, the legislature; opposition bastinadoed....iv, 66 
100; Mordaunt case in England, i, 492; ii, RE IEE 656.5. 6x 0d ddckscsceeasads vi, 428 
10; viii, 68; ix, 388; xi, 198, 211 new scheme of judicature .............. vii, 6 
notoriety of Chicago divorce practice ..... ii, 231 | PP MIE 66 best donscsevessen oda xiii, 28 
rules for proceeding in divorce cases in Ili- the new international court ....x, 16, 362; xi, 261 
iM cthnsuacnnaeen ehladereCenataces’ ii, 333 | xii, 1, 187; xiv, 110, 189 ; "xv, 196; xvi, 230 
divorce laws of Indiana.......... iii, 28; xv, 33) xix, 239 
English law of divorce........ viii, 128; xiii, 425 | Bjectment ; see lundlord and tenant ; real prop- 
anomalous position of wife in England, after erty. 
CPOE hace cccadcnncscctebhsasin xvi, 108 Blections, 
items: the Mohammedan law of divorce, iv, amg down bribery at English elections. .i, 399 
178; method under the commune, iv, i79: ew York bill to regulate caucuses ....... v, 90 
case of invalid special legislation in Massa- cumulative voting for New York city officers, 
chusetts, iv, 314; advertisement of divorce 119 
agencies, v, 120; New York bills modifying circular of New York comptroller as to ille. 
divorce law, v, 197, 266; whether a divorced SNS, Asttatas ib camber ce tush eeeee vi, 347 
woman is a ‘‘ spinster,”’ vi, 155; Asiatic di- resignation of chief justice nominated for 
DE asd cabpnhon nde i ehotes decd ended vi, 256 DUNE b sede sicecacsehocbscsecivacnds x, 270 
custody of children in divorce cases ...... vi, 183 case of New Jersey judge elected governor 
references in divorce cases..........+.00. xi, 144 without resigning judgeship. .......... xi, 38 
irregular divorce practice, xiii, 260; xiv, 18, conviction of felony as a disqualification for 
OD 188, 254, 418, 487; xv, 93; divorce IN 5S i catesdu Wha Reenwad xi, 181, 840 
lawyer disbarred in Chicago, xiii, 124; one new constitutional article proposed to regu- 
prosecuted in St. Louis for advertising, Xv, late electoral count .......ccesscscees xiii, 359 
482; forbidden to advertise in Illinois, xvi, interference of presidential election with 
21; disbarment in New York for unprofes- eer xiv, 237 
sional conduct in divorce suit.......... xv, 218 presidential elections ; questions likely to 
marriage and divorce; historical review, OUIOD iii cknscitevesescevscwas exseume xiv, 334 
xiv, 405, 422 salaries of presidential electors in New York, 
evil of publishing details of divorce and crim, xiv, 349 
PEs citadenebecgadea c0ateecn's xv, 37 extensive interpreting powers of courts. .xiv, 350 
defects in divorce laws of New York..... xv, 154 effect of votes for ineligible candidate... .xiv, 850 
xvi, 107 866, 899; xv, 70 
relaxation of divorce laws in Massachusetts, the presidential election muddle....,....xiv, 881 
xv, 442 reforming the presidential election machinery, 
amendment of Connecticut laws........ xvii, 237 xiv, 388, 434 
New York law as to remarriage of guilty de- counting the electoral votes for presidency, 
CE cast talameceanins eh ceeh ied xvii, 357 xv, 156 
historical review of law of divorce ....xviii, 305 contesting a presidential election....... .xv, 176 
international law of ....... xix, 126, 146, 249, 209 the office of presidential elector ..... xv, 220, 308 
— separations in France ..... ... xviii, 520 quo warranto proceedings to try title to presi- 
gus Wisconsin divorces . -xix, 306 GO aia dnlnv de debs tsicdcberiuceosed ng 262 
mistaken policy of law forbid: ling 1 remarri- ie IIIS GOI. ooo osieccccisworssces » 27 
Duce eheeenised cd cagecctd oak eal xix, 366 the electoral commission. .xv, 55, 74, 94, iid. 174 
in another state, validity of........ .... xix, 370 195, 196 
divorces and divorce laws of the fathers of review of its history................ xv, 384 
ge rs eer xx, 110, 181 the elective franchise ; law reviewed....xvi, 272 
items: curious answer in divorce, xiii, 421; intention of candidate as to acceptance im- 
statistics in Vermont, xvii, 336; pamphlet DE dascccecaad t0hbsdoawanved xviii, 340 
on origin and history of our divorce courts, points arising under federal registration laws, 
xx, 282 xviii, 381 
Dogs; see animals. as to power of town canvassers to decide be- 
wer, Gwen CWO POCHPER. «0.05... ccescsccces xix, 184 
troublesome in real estate dealings ........ i, 371 case of refusal of candidate to accept certifi- 
whether cut off by sale on execution against cate of election, iv, 308 ; educational quali- 
Rae iii, 482; iv, 20, 52, 100 fication of voters in Missouri, xi, 84; dis- 
value of inchoate right of dower .......- vii, 111 qualification of candidate by crime, xi, "181; 
annuities depending on joint lives...... xii, 367 re-election of removed sheriff in Texas, xi, 
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28 


38 
61 
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Elections — continued. 
339 ; cumulative voting proposed for elec- 
tion of national bank directors, xv, 114; 
for corporate officers in California, xvii, 218; 
Connecticut bill for new safeguards at elec- 
Nice itdt kes odes bartacdenks saeeecsue xv, 240 
Elective Judiciary ; see judges and courts ; Ii- 
nois; New York. 
Blectoral Commission ; see élections. 
Emigration, 
illegal taxation of immigrants in California, v, 210 
bill in congress as to immigrants, paupers 
re og ree ere xiv, 50 
federal legislation concerning. ........... xv, 54 
Eminent Domain, remarks on exercise of....xiv, 417 
see highways ; municipal cor porations. 
England ; see Greut ‘Britain. 
Equity, 
parties who may be joined in............ iii, 125 
institutes of equity, as revealed through its 
leading maxims... ........ xviii, 326, 345, 385 
distinctions between law and equity....xviii, 509 
see also, law reform. 
Escape; see arrest and imprisonment. 


Estoppel, 
doctrine of estoppel by deed. .............ii, 299 
as a defense to plea of usury............. vi, 330 


error in Story’s Commentaries noticed ....xi, 51 
by negligence in custody of negotiable instru- 
SE pacttdbosteesdvcionsesivdcutedd xx, 194 
Evidence; see, also, criminai law; witnesses ; 
photographs ; identity. 
expert witnesses; defects of present system, 


i, 492 

improvements suggested on present practice 
as to expert witnesses....... errr rere re ii, 853 
ny of extrinsic evidence.............+. iii, 161 
— Oe PE Pivcds ccdcvgcendscnse iii, 425 
mportance to advocate of knowledge of. .iii, 459 
producing masonic books in evidence..... iv, 196 

juries of experts suggested to try i 
 ., METEEE TEER ETRE CT ee Vv, 227 
res geste in cases of negotiable paper. ececee v, 298 
unstamped instruments as evidence...... vii, 49 
medical expert evidence ...... vi, 183; vii, 258 
evidence of family tradition ........... vii, 269 

worthlessness of expert testimony in WwW agner 
ere eer errr rat viii, 164 


parol evidence of collateral agreements. . viii, 897 
parol evidence in explanation of contracts, 


ix, 117 
expert testimony in judicial proceedings. ix, 122 
153 
parol evidence to explain wills........... ix, 182 
report of Massachusetts committee on expert 
CONE. o 600:56bhk< <ipennnhedeeenees ix, 193 
parol evidence in ee of contracts. ix, 281 
perpetuating testimony .........+-+-..0+ x, 177 
remarks on expert testimony. Ere. x, 363; xv, 281 
confessions as evidence of guilt ..... xi, 7;i, 60 
iii, 48; x, 98 
practical tests in evidence............... xii, 180 
comparison of writings ...........++.05- xii, 315 
work of medico-legal society of New York; 
medical expert testimony ...... x, 363; xii, 399 
evidence of foreign law ..........00-0+: xiii, 183 
remarks on expert testimony.... .. oo. Kili, 299 
in criminal case by foot-prints ; worthlessness 
OD nasitoas cekdbes im xiii, 320; xix, 326; i, 95 
admission of direct testimony to witness’ in- 
OO ili cneingepcrcciasecamcninangs xiv, 385 
remarkable case in Spain of circumstantial 
GN 5b 6 hid cS iceeghdtiass en cuba xv, 131 
circumstantial evidence justified ......... xv, 134 
the doctrine of reasonable doubt in civil 
PE Cadiandsacs per sakaapuepeaa xv, 444, 479 


compelling prisoner to furnish evidence. . xvi, 459 
evidence of experts as to foreign law..xviii, 17 


PAGE. | 


Evidence — continued. 
scientific study of ; a medical man’s view of 
methods of evidence... 
taking evidence in foreign. states....... xviii, 
Rabelais on hearsay and professional wit- 
ED és eaen x. cicsknncuaains eer 
Excise ; see internal revenue ; liquors. 
Execution, 
of sentences, see that title. 
snap executions ; amendment called for . .iii, 
effect of exemption laws in Illinois and else- 
IE vate ons eae nee rere xiv, 
exemptions in colonial period. . "5 ene er 
as the basis of a creditor’s bill .......... xv, 
right of constable in New York to summon 
jury to try title 
exemptions from justices’ executions in New 
York 
mechanics’ tools ; what are........xviii, 384, 
query as to exemptions under New York 
COED 6in 666s ntdeensdonpesenda xx, 300, 339, 








Executors and " Administrators ; ; see probate ; 
wills, 
Experts ; see medical profession ; evidence ; jury. 
Express Companies ; see curriers. 
Extradition, 
of French communists........... ere 
of criminals........ coecescee cece cocceee¥s 
treaties in progress...... Coceercesececess vi, 
RRMMGAE GEO, «00.00 0c beeeeee ee aeree vi, 
Carl Vogt case. 75, 349, “Ail; viii, 52, 
=e a 245, 825, 358 ; xii, 48, 
case of Russian criminal in England...... vi, 
application for removal of Mr. Dana to the 
istrict of Columbia to answer libel charge, 
viii, 
regulations adopted by governor of New York 
as to requisitions, etc............000 o+SBy 
extradition of fugitives from justice ......x, 
marshal Bazaiae and the Franco-English law 
Of extradition, ....000:e0808 pecccerecess 
Lawrence and Lagrave cases....... «El 326, 
validity of warrant signed by governor out- 
PO OE POI HS EM éeeeus xii, 
case of Otis, partner of Lagrave. ..... ool, 
ERGRMND CODE. 6055.0 6g0kntenreas xili, 1; xv, 
treaties in negotiation between Great Britain 
and other countries............. ee 


course of government in Winslow case. . xiii, 
€ 


extradition between the states. xiii, 855 ; xiv, 
the treaty with Great Britain ; the Winslow 
case. . xiii, 188, 300, 319, 347, 858, 875, 424, 


bead: 67, 82, 85, ¢ 


PAGE. 


255 
243 


186 
2 
300 
264 
319 


496 
440 


359 


& 


184 
198 


52 
147 


12 


, 167 
841 


132 
140 


the Ulman and Briscoe cases ....xiv, 67, 189, 190 
Ste Cntee COE. sic in cncacia ad0-eond xiv, 162 
conflict of state and federal “authority, Nettel 
ae ea RH ee xiv, 206 
negotiation of treaty with Spain, xiv, 270;xv, 18 
134 
discussions at Bremen conference....... xiv, 306 
refusal of authorities of New Brunswick to 
deliver defaulter....... ida dheawoaden xiv, 366 
De Tourville case in London............ xiv, 434 
attempt to extradite to Pennsylvania for of- 
fense committed in New York, xv, 112,131, 320 
review of recent cases ........ Re ree Xv, 225 
Hawes’ extradition case ............06. xvi, 157 
letter from Mr, W. B. Lawrence on..... xvi, 361 
some points in the law of....... .. -....Xvi, 405 
international extradition........... ws... Xvi, 444 
United States treaties and laws ..... xvii, 42, 44 
the extradition remedy ..............- xvii, 100 
cases of Caldwell and Lawrence... .xvii, 187, 140 
cases of Lagrave and Hawes........ .. xvii, 200 
British extradition precedents. . xvii, 278, 280, 300 
English extradition act; Winslow case. .xvii, pe 
, 41 
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Extradition — continued. PAGE. 
the constitution and extradition treaties, xvii, 460 
report of English royal commission on. .xvii, 497 
trying prisoners for different crime... .. xviii, 1 
extradition to the United States........ xviii, 4 
recent Pennsylvania act regulating extradi- 

tion of criminals to other states ..... xviii, 41 
extradition from the United States..... xviii, 45 
report of English extradition commission, 

xviii, 41 
—miaeing encouraged by present rule of 
$b bea dbs sh KcKedsewsesevesoeced's xviii, 81 
a ‘queda PD SN cscs sccsces xviii, 141 
inter-state extradition... .xviii, 146, 166, 187, 206 
226, 280 
Kimpton case... .. ovesee eXViii, 201, 208, 229, 242 
GD TO FR. 6c vies cc cccccsesecets ae 245 
fugitives by construction.............. xviii, 271 
discretion of governor ... ............ xviii, 321 
the extradition law of Pennsylvania... .xviii, 466 
clause in treaties as to “ opportunity of return- 

DE staGanKdrs@8. 28 Uiees we os iwese's xix, 61 
delivery of fugitive criminals... .... xix, 153, 169 
international ; “Mr. Lawrence’s letter concern- 

MU SiReeAKhars Sek sberencungdess evans xix, 329 
transportation of fugitive criminals ..... xix, 500 
review of Spear’s work .......... Torre: a | 
of fugitive criminals ; Suydam’s case....xx, 425 

False Pretenses; see fraud. 

Finders ; see lost property. 
right of fishing in England.............. xii, 44 
the Canadian fishery award..... Otmeness xvi, 378 

es, 
law of, reviewed. .. .iii, 407, 426; iv, 87,105, 119 
255, 272, 304, 820; xiv, 348 

Florida, acquittal of governor impeached .....v, JOU 

Forgery ; ratification of; authorities reviewed, 

iii, 385; vi, 25 

France, 
legal procedure in..... ..... Pervert ry i, 114, 505 
heavy stock-gambling suit ....... 6 bbeeses i, 476 
1S HAG GOUTE GO TUES... coc ccrcccccce vs. i, 262 
court scene between advocates and judge..ii, 67 
account of French courts...............6: ii, 17 
decree staying payment of bills of exchange 

in invaded I < Sbscewecee shes ii, 47% 
predominance of legal profession in govern- 

ND UNTIED 6. oo 06kc ceccecccs -ii, 524; iii, 8 
French advocates in the sixteenth century.iii, 167 
Marie Antoinette and the diamond necklace, 

iii, 183, 219 
Ce WIND od ct kcdcdrdscccccisacas iv, 201 
editor sued for breach of contract as to politi- 

cal course of paper................ . iv, 292 
trials of the communists, ix, 99; items con- 

UIE 6 one cc bsccced: s008s iv, 135; vi, 17, 248 
obligation of Paris authorities to keep streets 

PMS s 060 bd cacdcudicredossesesen v, 54 
state trials following the war. ....... v, 218, 228 
Te MS CONN So 5 occ tcce des. cescccsees v, 301 
Pe TUBROUE Bhs os ccc cccccccede: cccscss v, 362 
Memphis and El Paso railroad case ...... vii, 164 
BIN ON PMIOD, go ccc ccecs cease -sises viii, 287 
French spoliation claims...............+- ix, 148 

urchasable offices ........ cerecasse anual ix, 231 

nch and bar in France ......... ...-..- x, 395 
characteristics of French judges ......... xi, 344 
claim for preservation of goods pillaged in 

EN sn on66 54. Saas o6acckatase xii, 79 
claim for timber used by Germans in build- 

ing bridge ....-...-.2.+ee.eeeeeee eee xii, 144 
the law in France as to arrests cre re A xii, 285 
— sales in France ..........+...+- xiii, 438 

nch views of advocate’s position in crim- 

i Pr rrnrreriyrerrrerrrr.. xiii, 454 
statistics as to separations of married couples, 

xiv, 





France — continued. PAGE. 
popular belief in witchcraft ............ xiv, 188 
advocates forbidden to wear mustaches..xiv, 418 
De Caux divorce case ........- .ce0e oes xvi, 126 
the French judiciary ....xvi, 308, 402; xviii, 321 
unanimity of appellate decisions........ xvi, 422 
legal question as to senator’s tenure of office, 

xviii, 360 


Fraud and False Pretenses; see also, sale ; 
agency ; registration ; spiritualism. 
as to fraud as a defense in insurance cases, 
see insurance. 
what are false pretenses and tokens .... . vii, 
fraudulent statements as to value.ix, 285; x, 
evidence of false pretenses on other occa- 
sions 
fraudasa ground for rescission of contract, xii, 
misrepresentation as to value 
forms of fraud not reached by law: creditor’s 
bill to set aside fraudulent conveyance, xiv, 
157; law of voluntary conveyances ...xvi, 


New York bill to make false pretenses of- 
fense only if in writing xvii, 
the present New York procedure as to collec- 
ee OE BOBWI oi cicccegd seccsccceces xvii, 
law of constructive fraud reviewed.... xvii, 
suppressio vert as a ground of action and de- 
fense xvii, 
fraud defined by proposed New York code, 
xix, 
allegations of fraud in actions of contract,xx, 
Frauds, Statute of, 
collateral undertakings .. ........... ii, 241, 
proposed repeal in England .....ii, 492; xv, 
see sile ; real property ; trusts. 
Fraudulent Conveyances; see fraud and fulse 
pretenses. 
Freemasonry, reference of case in England to 
grand master 
Freight; see shipping. 
Fugitives from Justice ; 
Gambling ; see wager. 
Gas Companies, New York bill to regulate. . 
Game, English law as to pursuit of 
Geneva Arbitration ; see Alabama claims. 
Georgia, judicial reorganization ; new constitu- 
Oe errr xv, 283; xvi, 
Germany, 
new penal code of........ i, 475; iv, 196; 
survey of criminal law of......... 
PRUSHOM TOMETOS..... 0005 ccce c0e ccccscce ii, 
criminals sent to this country, v, 354; impe- 
rial court of appeal, vii, 182; viii, 416); domi- 
ciliary visits; the Van Arnim case, xi, 16, 
17, 68. 
the miller Arnold’s lawsuit 
instance of working of criminal law of, xi, 
66; bill for imperial supreme court, xiv, 
206 ; discussion of judicature bills, xv, 18. 
courts to inquire into marine accidents, xvii, 
the new justiciary laws of the empire; code 
POCGBENIS. 0. ccc csesscccs .xix, 304; xx, 
Gifts, of choses in action inter vivos ......... 
Good Will ; see partnership. 
Governor; see militia; pardons ; witnesses ; ex- 
tradition. 
Grand Jury ; see jury. 
Grangers; see J/linvis; railroads, 
Great Britain; see also international law; and 
some items in personal and local topics. 
in general, 
English ignorance as to our institutions. . 
vi, 381; ‘. 
ancient English tenures and customs, ii, 4, 25, 
149, 2038, 
-ii, 201, 225; vii 
«oll, 


see extradition. 


. ix, 


ix, 


English correspondence . 
absurdities of English law........ 


135 
109 


120 
158 
160 


17 
196 
158 


134 
480 


349 
299 


299 
240 


76 


121 
460 
141 
415 


21 


96 


379 
40 


, 172 
294 

47 
240 


vii, 263 


137 
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294 
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Great Britain — continued. 
motion to exclude from parliament lawyers 


elected from counties...............4. iv, 
sketches by a lawyer abroad......... iv, 208, 
dullness in legal business in 1872......... v, 


the Evening Mail and London Times case, v, 
question of prohibiting crown officers from 
CARIng PPACtOS. . 0... ecciccssvsee coves ¥, 
refusal of local juries to convict ......... vi, 
letters of J. O’Connell ; legal education, etc., 
discussed, v, 379, 394, 412; vi, 8, 29, 47, 62, 
the Bennett ON £5 4x0hiiccdes celine San vi, 
use of American books and decisions. . . vii, 
xviii, 362 ; xx, 
legal matters in England ; emi vii, 
decline in law business. .. ... -Viii, 212, 
Cem aE Uae FORE IBIS, 6.0.6. ocscccccesees ix, 
definition of word‘‘ gentleman”. . xi, 
the queen’s yacht and the Mistletoe accident, 
xiii, 
work accomplished by English parliament 
compared with congress .............. xiv, 
recent increase of litigation in England, xv, 19, 
English opinion as to value of American = 


MEN ..65. weavae ances S500 tau 
the Penge murder case, xv, 469; xvi, 270, 329, 
case of ‘T'wycross v. Grant ... XV, 


English correspondence XY, 122 247, 265, 
510; xvi, 82, 329, 347, 33, ‘406 ; Xvii, 
derelictions of detective inspectors in London : 


CE TTY TOT eee xvi, 172, 
Sumner’s reminiscences of English bench and 
Mins, baccbthasetsaccwdsvese- 4eenanen xvii, 
block of court business ; the judicature acts, 
xvii, 

dullness of legal business (1878)....... xviii, 
long vacation likely to be abolished...... Ex, 


the — seal, x, 400; xx, 842; taxajion of 
costs, x, 384; xx, 42 : English etiquette as 
to citing opinions of living text-writer, xii, 
383; close of chancery suit 135 years old, 
xii, 416; judicial expenditures of Great 
Britain, 1873. xiii, 438 ; Gregory will case ; 
peculiar condition, xiv, 108 ; number of law. 
yers in high office, xiv, 300 ; amount of busi- 
ness of law courts, xiv,362; remarkable cases 
of inheritance, etc., xiv, 364; bailiwick of 
Guernsey ; foreign resident deported by or- 
der of lieutenant-governor, xv, 51 ; fortunes 
said to be waiting claimants, xv, 60, 360, 
440; large revenue of the government from 
litigation, xvi, 20; blue book reports on 
English legal system, xvi, 60; leading 
cases decided in 1877, xvi, 194; old Bailey 
prison described, xvi, 324; use of ‘‘ gentle- 
man” and ‘‘ esquire” as terms of descrip- 
tion in England, xviii, 180; present and 


ast tariffs of fees compared $68 e086 xviii, 
the Bb; nglish bench : 

salaries of English judges, ete ...... vere 
county court business in England......... ii, 
a year’s work of English judges.......... ii, 
red tape practice in court of chancery ... .iii, 
French correspondent’s account of English 
ee ee ee ee ee ee Sees ee eet cee na 

anecdotes of English judges ......... ..- 
the new vice chancellor ; “ deviling,” iii, a05, 
the Collier appointment.................. ms 
growing importance of county courts ..... v, 
rd Cairns criticised for taking pues 

PPO Te Per ort eet. 


sketches of some great .English amet 
(Cockburn, Palmer, Chelmsford, Westbury, 
Cairns, Coleridge, Harcourt, James, Dowse, 


DR 6 i ndacecckceeeeneeus veges vi, 336, 
for sketches of other judges, see judges and 
courts 


PAGE, 


42 
288 
101 
134 


411 
79 


198 


vo 


126 
520 
362 
348 
510 
469 

87 


406 
80 
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461 
221 


371 


358 





Great Britain — continued. PAGE, 
gossip about English judges .... ........ vi, 374 
the lord chancellor; his tenure, patronage, 

OMB sdk tdxi vii, 182; viii, 256; ix, 187; x, 418 
expenses of En lish judicial system ....viii, 39 
abuse of official power by magistrates ; 4 

Vaughn-Williams case ........ ... ...- , 204 
magnitude of transactions in a cous 

Oe SOE ..«.. 0200 Lendbdies -xii, 33 
the last sitting of the queen’s bench. “xii, 79, 143 
the last of a great court (chancery) ...... xii, 134 
disqualification of judges by interest dis- 

tn tT xii, 402 
statistics of judicial labor in England...xiii, 16 
criminal business at assize............. xiii, 32 


old and present style of addressing judges 
of English and Australian courts... xiii, 122 

presentation of lord chief justice with free- 
Gate C8 LONGO. «6.066506 o00s4% xiii, 187, 298 

judges criticised for imprudent remarks; the 
Pe EN... caisetiedeonedead™ xv, 247, 261, 440 
assault on vice-chancellor; other cases,xv, 265, 300 
title of new judge of exchequer:........ xv, 379 

rules as to selection of judges; appointment 
ge eT er or. xvi, 357 
Roman catholic selected for bench ...... xvi, 895 
judiciary compared with that of France, .xvi, 402 

lucrative offices secured by judges’ relatives, 
xvii, 296 


labors of judges of higher courts..... xix, 1, 121 

red tape in court practice. ............6. xix, 121 

annual custom of judges to attend church to- 
DOGOE . o:6.0.0:0-0:0.0054 0684568 hed Geeks xx, 162 


items on same subject. xi, 324, 404; xv, 880, 440 
fees of clerk of queeu'sbench, iii, 500 ; judges’ 
salaries and tenure, vi, 7; affrays in magis- 
trates’ courts, vi, 223, 335 ; ceremony of in- 
stalling judge of queen’s bench, vii, 37; 
judges overworked; ill-ventilated court- 
rooms, vii, 400; number of law lords and 
lawyers in house of commons, viii, 820; 
method of induciting chief justice into office, 
viii, 376; behavior in justices’ courts, x, 
147; judges criticised for want of respect to 
acts of parliament, xii, 80; decrease of 
ceremonial at assizes, xii, 96; presentation 
of white gloves on circuit, xii, 240; the 
star chamber court, xii, 288; bad condition 
of London court-rooms, xv, 36; churches 
and sects represented on English bench, xv, 
417; satire on lord chief baron in Punch, 

xvi, 460 


the English bar: see also bar. 


case of solicitor imprisoned in England for 


using client’s MONEY... +6. + sere ecereeees i, 80 
sergeants and queen’s counsel ...........- ii, 364 
alleged decay of British bar....... blow die’ iii, 139 
difficulty of making livelihood at bar..... iii, 389 
encroachments on legal profession by out- 

| Peer eT ret err rene |e iv, 201 


alleged injury to the bar by legal reform, iv, 218 
a French correspondent on the English bench 


MGR is ii 5nd tcc igcansaaccsavedbere iv, 242 
malpractices at the English bar ........ -iv, 290 
a barrister’s guild proposed ...... seeeeee iV, 306 

I ON. 6 oss acnode ca tancdaees ee v, 225 
the barrister and attorney system ......... v, 393 
question of prohibiting crown officers from 

practicing PETE re nee Sbitists uaudiadentt - 411 
on circuit in England...........scccesss 37 
amalgamation of barristers and csthationn, 

vi, 257 


the decentralization of the English bar...vi, 301 
objections to barristers acting as reporters, vi, 328 
414 


death of barrister by starvation......... vi, 

relations of barristers and solicitors...... vii, 263 
case illustrating poverty of bar.......... vii, 279 
solicitor and client ; privilege...........viii, 80 
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Great Britain — continued. 


PA 
discarding wigs and gowns...... viii, 119; x, 


xiv, 
communications between solicitor and client ; 
law reviewed 


careers compared 
“ deviling ” 
organization of the legal profession in Eng- 
land ; the distinction between barristers and 
aS ot RRNA E xi, 83, 
disregard in colonies of the distinction. .. .xi, 
no prospect of fusion of barristers and solicit- 
Ex SineieSwhleA on vaceenccdegswhesesions xi, 
the contemplated extinction of sergeants-at- 
law, xi, 406 ; items as to ee 
i, 340, 
the proposed liability of barristers to divata; 
CN 0G inks cacadecnn’ xii, 81; 
the barrister and solicitor system 
co-education of barristers and solicitors dis- 
cussed xiii, 
barristers’ fees compared with American, xiv, 
16; items as to barristers’ fees, xiii, 172, 
xv, 
non-recognition of Irish and Indian barris- 
Dh biicveskce rte: benanete xiii, 488 ; xv 
practice of unlicensed agents acting as solicit- 
RT eee. ere xiv, 2, 300; xv, 
solicitor’s bill of costs printed’ by hostile 
IN 60sec cicrvencss ‘veesnawens xiv, 
case of counsel withdrawing from defense, 
xiv, 
case of attempted fraud by solicitor’s clerk, 
xiv, 
advertisement of a London solicitor...... xv, 
, case of prosecution of solicitor by client. .xv 
functions of leading solicitors........ ... Xv, 
full-bottomed wigs, on what occasions worn, 
xvi, 
relations of barristers and attorneys..... Xvi, 
the prince of Wales a barrister i 
the Dimsdale case ; solicitor sentenced for for- 
gery xvii, 41, 
percentage of solicitors becoming insolvent, 
xvii, 
duties of young barristers ; “ deviling,” xviii, 
appearance of ‘‘ bus” conductor as solicitor, 
RE, 
barristers, allowance of “ refreshers” to. .xx, 
the inns of court : 
the English bar at home and abroad: duties 
of the inns of court 
opening of new hall for inner temple..... ii, 
inns of court volunteer ball............. 
description of the middle temple 
appeals from decisions of benchers...... vii, 
the inns of court viii, 213; xix, 
calls by Gray’s inn. . i 
constitution of inns of court; bill to recon- 
. xX, 99; xiii, 
Sergeants’ inn. . . xii, 60; xiv, 417; xv, 132, 265, 4 
the new law courts’ building pees doansietd xiii, 
I 6 ck hag bai thton 6 cadens ceaeee xiv, 
the new English law courts. ...xv, 122; xvi, 
xix, 
a wife-murderer disbarred by middle temple, 
xviii, 
vandalism by benchers of middle temple, xx, 
Scotland : 
account of the Scottish bench...........- ii, 
complaints of neglect of parliament 
murder of president Lockhart in 1689 .. . .vi, 
Scotch judicial system 
brilliancy of former Scotch bar.. ... 
prof. Lorimer on American institutions. . xvi, 


ee 


er 


xiii, ‘ 


239 
240 


326 


126 


416 
16 
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300 


40 
376 
439 


438 
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180 
501 


80 
360 
179 
135 
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292 
131 





Great Britain — continued. PAGE, 
alleged decline of Scotch bar.......... xviii, 41 
Glasgow bank failure ; punishment of direct- 
PO eer ares xviii, 421, 442; xix, 141 
Ireland : 

Irish juries; Galway murder case. .ii, 27; iv, 312 
the Irish exchequer court forty years ago..ii, 259 
the Irish tenant-right act...............+. ii, 365 
the lord chancellors of Ireland .......... iii, 249 
the Galway election case. .. ........ vi, 29, 74 
bill for repeal of obsolete acts .......... xii, 68 
the new Irish code . .xiii, 240; xiv, 221; xviii, 41 
“touting” by Irish barrister ........... xiii, 360 
mania for judicial office ............. -- xv, 92 
new judicial system............ xv, 113; xvi, 157 
dissatisfaction with the lord chief justice, xv, 197 
xvi, 15, 422 

proposal to limit office of lord chancellor to 
Fe ae ee ree rer er ere xvi, 92 

refusal of London inns of court to recognize 
Irish barristers ...........<. xvi, 92 ; xviii, 221 

progress of legal reform: 
see also, the separate title, Jaw reform. 

new system of trials proposed by ~~ 
judicature commission............-. «+. , 236 
as to a ministry or bureau of justice . .i, 393" 296 
consolidation by law digest commission ....i, 365 
the judicature commission... ... ........ er 885 
recent progress of legal reform........ i, 451, 509 

instances of barbarous laws still on statute 
neg PURO TU MT TTT COCCI LTE ii, 90, 199 
judicature bill withdrawn........... .... ii, 185 
wholesale repeal of old statutes .......... ii, 803 
abolition of ‘‘ long vacation” urged ...... iv, 234 

reform of appellate judiciary in Great Britain, 
v, 32 
items as to judicature reform. .....vi, 45, 51, 240 
the jugicature bill, vii, 181, 263, 388; viii, 4, 39 
118; ix, 821, 352; x, 196; xi, 197, 213, 293 
the new supreme court...............4- viii, 225 
royal commission of inquiry appointed ..viii, 272 
progress of revision and codification....x,19, 43 
Jegal reform ; lord Moncrieff’s address, x, 278, 279 
active interest in law reform............. x, 309 
public prosecutor called for....... x, 896; xi, 133 
the new reforms, xii, 17, 50, 114, 130, 136, 181, 273 
279, 289, 320, 383 
law reporting, the new system...... xii, 146, 336 
xv, 500; xvi, 93; xviii, 22 

report as to improving manner of legislation, 
xii, 50, 177 

change in nomenclature by judicature acts, 
xii, 240 
operation of new judicature acts. .xiii, 2, 18, 172 
187, 237, 360, 424; xiv, 2, 82, ‘124, 400 

American source of late reforms acknowl- 
eer es ae ae Pe ..- xiii, 155 
the lord chief justice on law reform... .-Xiii, 266 

utopian bill giving court discretion in all 
COD 05. nécesweiinnipdarend ease xv, 240 
effect of code system on business, etc., xv, 19, 382 
xvi, 442 

suggestions of sir J. F. Stephen as to codifica. 
ME DOG cdindess + sodanenscccesund xvi, 230 

sir J. F. Stephen on reform of the criminal 
PRTC E PEE Peo ee err xvi, 448 
success of judicature reforms .......... xvii, 41 
codification of the criminal law. ....... xvii, 62 

proposed appointment of additional judges, 
xvii, 62 
late progress in English law ........... xvii, 136 
reasons for opposition to legal reform ..xvii, 457 
features of proposed criminal code...... xvii, 429 
xviii, 21,80, 81 
law reform during session of 1878...... xviii, 240 
new system of pleading............... xviii, 481 
progress of criminal code. .. .......... xix, 60 
opposition to codification ...... ........ xix, 122 
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sir A. Cockburn’s opinion on codification .xx, 140 
legal education, 


scheme for a Jaw university ............... i, 394 
legal education association........ i, 491; ii, 425 
revival of the study of Roman law....... iii, 297 


Scotch universities and graduation in law, iii, 398 
sir R. Palmer’s plan of general school of law, 


iv, 27, 58) 


legal education in England... ... vi, 398; xi, 72 

the legal education association, x, 69; new 
legal education bill, x, 99; regulations of 
university of Edinburgh, x, 260; bill es- 
tablishing council to superintend education 
of bar, xv, 440; number of law students’ 
societies, xix, 246; study of Roman and 
international law, xx, 100; other items, xv, 152 

English bar examinations........... xi, 229, 296 


lord Selborne’s plan for school of law, xi, 387, 390 
148 | 


experiments in legal education by inns of 
eC eee 
societies, 
meetings, papers read, etc.; social science 
congress, iv, 234; x, 80; xii, 290, 294 ; xviii, 301 


402 
social science association, aap 269 ; xviii, 320; 
see also viii, 256, 272; xv, 462; other meet- 
PE ktctesennkesbaentodedens ii, 171; xvi, 326 


suretyship and guaranty distinguished. ..xiv, 136 
guaranties of payment and collection ...xvii, 360 
connected topics : negotiable instruments, sure- 
ties ; statute of frauds. 
Guar 
legal and natural guardians; New York law, 
iii, 181 
see infancy. 
Handwriting; see evidence. 
Highway, 
connected topics : processions; bicycles. 
towns not liable in New York for condition r 


highways... ....-.- seseeeeeeereeesees 476 
commissioners of highways; their civil tia. 
as hind bh dnds dcicewes iceseacege asa iv, 388 
municipal corporations and slippery side- 
IR. 6 5is cre hedincdiidensesnasmesaqat vii, 33 
right of deviation where highway is impass- 
Ree er err errr rte rere vii, 209 
founderous highway..................... ix, 184 


streams and highways as boundaries... ..x, 194 


compensation for changes of grade of high- 
WG ik cncsssssarecsdcrvce s6008 seam, @8 

removal of soil of highway seus atlas aaetometciged xii, 78 
rights of pedestrians in the street ....... xii, 262 
rule of the road ; its history traced...... xvi, 420 
unlawful use of ; law reviewed........ xviii, 84 
removing obstructions on sidewalks...... xx, 183 

Holidays; see negotiable instruments. 

Homestead, 
construction of words “owned” and “ occu- 

pied” in New York law ................ i, 442 

query as to New York law........... ..-Xiv, 299 
rer re me xvi, 96 

Homicide ; see murder and homicide. 

Horses ; see animals. 

Hotels ; see innkeepers. 

Husband and Wife ; see marriage. 

Ice, property in, in flowing streams........... iii, 386 

Identity, . 
late cases of coincidence ..... .. ........ v, 245 


cases of mistaken identity. .vi, 230 ; xiv, 204, 366 
Idiots ; see insanity. 
Ignorance, ID cidade races ccsess xix, 84, 139 
see mistake. 
Illegal Contracts ; see contract ; stocks ; wager ; 
Sunday ; interest and usur ys lobbying. 


Illinois, PAGE. 
likely to adopt code similar to New York’s, i, 230 
opposition to movement for reform of proced- 

OOD... series seks aesodtadiewsab gentienane i 


meer qneetibhem 5....0ccked 30s00% i, 413; ii, 67 
personnel of supreme bench .............. i, 
rejection of new system of pleading...... ii, 59 
| reporting of decisions ...... iii, 208; vii, 18, 53 
salaries of judges increased..... nelearaats iii, 251 

the Chicago fire; losses of records; vigi- 
lance committee.......... iv, 202, 231; vi, 205 


the Illinois reports ; reform called for ...vii, 18 
proposed amendment of criminal code ...vii, 37 
attacks on the boned... ..2.<..cscecesees vii, 227 
elective judiciary ; grangerism. .vii, 244, 309, 372 

388, 405; viii, 5, 69 





the noe sablraad lad. .6.os0cescnsdaeesed vii, 320 
addition to oath of office by granger judge, 
viii, 53 
large proportion of circuit court decisions re- 
GOOD. hii0icé inet susdessedbeees ears x, 112 
Chicago mayoralty controversy ......... xiii, 425 


intolerant spirit toward independent judges, 
xiv, 802, 319 
the Chicago bar association and judge MeAllis. 


ter; the Sullivan trial... :.0.000ss00% xiv, 347 
the legislation making silver legal tender, 
xv, 401 
change of judicial system............++- xv, 441 
Impeachment, 
remarks of English paper on.......-..... v, 392 
for acts previous to term of office ....... vii, 132 
Belknap case... .xiii, 172, 258, 299, 891; xiv, 110 
255 
inconvenience of congress being the tribunal, 
xiv, 8 
Indexing, of reports; need of uniform system of 
nomenclature of statutes......... xvi, 78; xix, 40 
India, 
case of contempt of court..............4. x, 19 
grotesque litigation in........... vi, 263; xii, 208 
criminal cause celébré in... ....cceee-ees xvii, 477 
Indiana, 
validity of Indiana divorces........... ... , 178 
railroad aid law; its constitutionality intios, one 
ii, 
Givores law Ol a s:s 66.660 scascuwsinns iii, 28; xv, 33 
amendment of constitution mooted... ... vi, 414 


advantage taken by judges of act allowing 
“incidental expenses” and “stationery,” 
xiii, 376, 439 


Indians, 
their rights maintained by Kansas court...i, 452 
INS 5 sins waasatenenhoanwreaue xiii, 28 
their right to habeas corpus..... ... xix, 405, 466 


Indorsement ; see negotiable instruments. 
Infancy ; see also, guardians. 
as to seduction of minor, see seduction. 
a? fee en Tarr ii, 44, 259 
questions of custody between parents and 
Charitable socletaae, «6:6... :a0cdsee wes vy, 861 
custody of children in divorce cases ...... vi, 183 
the adoption of minor children in New York 
GR COWEN 8k ik 5:6. 6:29:05 000x008 viii, 353, 383 
good faith in guardians and trustees of in- 
EE Oe OPE Emer e Fre rr -ix, 417 
religious education of infants ; custody . =, 
xviii, 481; xix, 806 
duty of father as to medical treatment of 
GO: GURNR< 2's. 6:60 sindccacienencameshesaued x, 178 
allowances for maintenance of infants. . 
liability of parents to support children 





Megitimate Children ; see ills. 


xii, 252 

protection of child ropedancers, etc. . xiv, 33, 254 

misuse of expression sui juris........... Xv, 327 
liability of father for necessaries furnished 

a OT eT eee xv, 464 

contracts of incompetent persons Wee xvi, 292 
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— continued. PAGE, 
case of child of nine years convicted of mur- 
der in New York in 1813 xvi, 398 
adoption ; scheme of new code in New York, 
xix, 348, 
service on non-resident infants under New 
York law 
Infanticide, 
evidences of life in newly-born child. . . . viii, 
infanticide in district of Columbia 


Inheritance ; see descent ; wills. 
Injunction, 
granting, on ex parte application . 
humorous phases of injunction vy, 
bill concerning injunctions, especially of 
dramatic performances 
serving injunction by telegraph 


eepers, 
definitions of “inn,” “ hotel” and “ boarding- 


h 249 
not compellable to keep hotel o 69 
refusing to receive guests at a hotel...... a, & 
restaurants ; validity of their regulations..vi, 75 
bill to compel maintenance of fire-escapes, vii, 246 
liability of innkeepers xi, 153; xiv, 128 
lien of 227 
suit by hotel proprietor against estate of 
guest committing suicide 
law of furnished apartments 
late English legislation 
proposed New York bill to protect hotel- = 
ers from swindlers.. i 
the relation of innkeeper and guest 
liability for baggage ; hotel safes 
Innocent Persons; see pardons ; prisons and con- 
victs ; criminatlaw. 
Insanity ; see also, spiritualism. 
as to capacity of testators, see also, wills, 
of insured persons, see insurance. 
Roman law of lunacy 
Tropmann case in France. ’ 
case of criminal acquitted for insanity repudi- 
ating mortgage of farm to attorneys 234 
as a defense in criminal cases 825 
legislation proposed as to defense of insanity, 
i, 372, 373, 381 
moral insanity; present doctrines; McFarland 
i, 395 
i, 428 


63 
76 


law of New York concerning insanity 
Dr. Maudsley’scriticisms on present system,vi, 93 
insanity as a defense in murder cases, vi, 107, 131 

ii, 110 

see also, some cases under trials. 

investigation of Bloomingdale asylum _..vi, 
criminal irresponsibility of the insane... . vi, 
moral insanity as a defense.............. vi, 
opinion of non-experts on questions of sanity, 

vi, 


155 
254 
267 


298 
i, , 44 

law of New York, 
vi, 428 
. .vii, 5, 85, 100 
127 


the legal test of insanity 
commitment for lunacy ; 


proposed New York legislation .. 


see also, jury. 
emotional insanit 


Insanity — continued. 





‘juries and the defense of insanity. . 
insanity as an excuse for crime 
recent evidence on insanity as a defense. . 
the New York lunacy statutes . xi, 105, 176, 54 | 
California code; Smythe-Cobb case 
pleas of insanity by persons under indict- 

ment 


AGE. 
amendments to law proposed in New York, 
xiii, 33, 52 
Tribune article on responsibility of the in- 
ii, 38 


insanity as a defense in criminal cases. . - xiii, = 


eccentricities not proof of mental aberration, 


xiv, 140 
the insane legislation of New York 27 
report of New York lunacy commissioner, 
xv, 244 
Wilbur on management of insane in Great 
Britain 107 
contracts of incompetent persons i, 292 
suggestions of commissioner as to lunacy 
ii, 41 
121 


138 
198 


treatment of insane 


commissions of lunacy 
present state of law of lunacy 
remarks on proposed lunacy legislation. .xvii, 
legal effects of adultery by an insane hus- 
and or wife 220 
cases of crime by somnambulists , 120 
attack on New York commissioner of cae 
xix, 305, 385; xx, 501 
legal aspect of the Pocasset affair 
Insurance, 
in general: 
partnership insurance agencies 
requirement of agent’ 8 countersigning. . 
insurance money in reduction of damages 
against wrong-doer. ix, 1 
injustice of present system to assured . 81 
state supervision of insurance compani- 8, xiv, = 
5 
illegality of Kansas act requiring companies 
to publish statements xv, 
Wisconsin legislation forbidding removal of 
cause to federal courts 
enforcement of New York act as to false re- 
xvi, 
oon to false reports; Lambert and Case 
trial xvii, 21; xix, 165, 185 
New York bill to prevent transfer of actions 
to federal court. ...........000: xvii, 118, 257 
bill in congress amending removal act. . xviii, 461 
legislation wanted to protect insured in fire 
and life policies , 245 
accident insurance , 212 
Jire insurance : 
regulating limitation of liability by compa- -— 
iv, 17 


239 


108 


insurance by parol 

insurance laws; reforms proposed 

companies should be required to give greater 

PIII s «cov bandeeBinsendcusecs iv, 314, 186 

need of limiting amount of risks by law. -vi, 335 

when does a fire policy cease .... ix, 393 

effect of knowledge of agent of fire war- 
xiii, 426 

dishonest conditions in fire policies ; a of 

arbitration clause in fire policies 

the fire insurance companies and the courts, 
xiv, 

proposed uniform blanks for fire policies, xv, 

subsequent insurance; when it avoids fire 


policy 
doctrine of continuing warranty in fire insur- 


64 
doctrine of fire insurer's agent becoming 
agent of assured xvii, 294 
keeping of hazardous articles; 
| eee rere eer ere xviii, 224 
losses from explosions ; cases reviewed, = 426 
waiver by insured of statutory benefits .. 
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Insurance — continued. 


Internal Revenue; 


PAGE. 
life insurance : 
suicide and intemperance in , 98 
effect of war on policies held at the south. i, 347 
restraint on defenses of fraud advocated . -ii, 520 
case of suicide by insane assured 9 
dying without consent of insurers; forfeiture 
by death 37 
effect of suicide iv, 53 
Ohio act requiring foreign companies to waive 
right of transfer to federal courts v, 229 
company bound by knowledge of agent. o 66 
life insurance law and legislation 217 
proposed insurance of lives of college gradu: 
ates for benefit of college.............. ix, 422 
ingenuity of companies in framing policies, ” 69 
legal life assurance societies , 134 
immaterial warranties in life insurance . - 120 
the proposed New York bill to enable compa- 
nies to withdraw deposits from state treas- 
ury i, 828 
effect on policies of suicide while insane..xi, 374 
reformation of law of life insurance needed, 
xii, 229 
severity of rules on poor policy-holders. .xii, 320 
warranties in applications i, 240 
New York act concerning forfeitures for non- 
payment of premium 
prior declarations of applicants 
the United States supreme court on war and 
life insurance 
life insurance ; 
as to doctrine of warranty in life insurance, 
xiv, 334 
proposed legislation in New York as to life 
insurance. .......... Xv, 217; xvii, 298 
New York bill as to insolvent life companies, 
xv, 822 
assignment of policies xviii, 44 
marine insurance : 
theft and marine insurance 
rights of foreign underwriters against aoe 
causing abandonment of vessel by col- 
lision ix, 378 
as to the warranty of seawortliness....... x, 80 
effect on policy of delay varying risk...... x, 319 
marine insurance ; parliamentary paper on 
law of various counties xii, 368 
rules of general average recommended for 
general adoption xx, 201, 500 


Interest and Usury, 


usury law a dead letter in New York 
usury laws, historically reviewed . 
by state banks in New York, legislation con- 
cerning 
the New York usury code 
estoppel as a defense to plea of usury . 
repeal agitated in New York, vii, 21, 261, 279, 
state banks and usury 
usury as a defense or ground of relief ; _who 
may take advantage 
Connecticut interest law 
remarks on usury laws 
usury penalties and their results 
state usury laws 
repeal of usury law urged 
agitation for repeal in New York 
interest upon interest, law concerning ...xvi, 252 
setting up usury in actions where executors 
or administrators are parties.......... xvii, 137 
usurious agreement to extend payment. .xix, 
rate of interest after maturity : the New York 
interest law...xx, 21, 80, 253, 254, 261, 319, 320 
358, 446, 479, 481, 483, 485, 499, 500, 520 
usury by lender's agent cases reviewed..xx, 464 
484 
United 


see also, states ; 


States ; North Carolina. 
4 


International Association, programme of ; 
yers to be abolished 
International Law, 





Internal Revenue — continued. 


taxing salary of state officers 

defects in revenue act of 1870 

taxing stocks belonging to state 

items: commissioner's decisions and orders, ii, 
853, 90; iii, 240; xi, 118; tables of taxes 
now in force, ii, 56, 199 ; income tax law, 
iii, 481; moiety system, iv, 336; commis- 


sioner’s "disregard of judicial decisions, iv, 
74; seizure of firm books by marshals, vy, 
41; ix, 137, 188; assessments on religious 
bodies. bicadsésdaced umes ou Ty wen tee wale vii, 

regulations and schedule of stamp duties, 
1871.. 


iv ’ 

municipal corporations and the revenue tax, 
vii, 

- xviii, 


proceedings against illicit distillers ... 
law- 


as to international arbitration, see also, Ala- 
bama claims. 
concerning copyright, marriage, and divorce, 
see those titles. 
see also, extradition ; conflict of laws; citi- 
zenship ; consuls. 
questions arising in French-Russian war, etc., 
ii, 201, 225 
sale by belligerent to neutral in transitu . .ii, 
proposed reform in neutral rights 830 
European confederation proposed to preserve 
9 
law of ulterior destination, as bearing on 
contraband of war iii, S 62 
need of international currency... .iv, 265; 54 
modifications in the law of privateering . oy 812 
Field’s draft of an international code . .v, 84, pang 
1 


v, 169; viii, 39, 192 
ix, 280, 337; xi, 197 
case of ship La Palme i, 154 
reform and codification of international law ; 
meetings and conferences; subjects dis- 
cussed, etc vii, 325 ; ix, 73, 221, 268, 415 
xi, 37, 184, 265, 293, 307 
correspondence concerning an international 
vii, 358 
the proposed codification of international law, 
vii, 
memorandum from Vernon Harcourt, and 
other letters 3738 
belligerent and sovereign rights as to neutrals, 
viii, 113 
the law of blockade viii, 129 
association for reform and codification of the 
law of nations, founded at Brussels confer- on 
items as to conferences: at Norwich, viii, 
160; Brussels, x, 127, 185, 165; Geneva, 
2, 399: wlbae MAI. hd bcc sickened x, 82, 79 
competition for prize essay on international 
law, viii, 192, 212; x, 160; xi, 182; 420; xii, 281 
organization of institute of international law 
at Ghent ; proceedings viii, 211, 280, 402 
an international code; Mr. D. D. Field’s ad- 
dress at social science congress i 
international codes and arbitration 
the Virginius affair.. 
the Circassian ; judge Nelson’s letter... 
neutral rights ‘at sea 
meetings ; opinions; subjects discussed . 
135, 165, 196, 212, 387 
belligerent rights; exportation of arms to 
Spain x, 
codification of international law; Dr. — 
report 
recent decisions in private international iam, 
x, 


international arbitration 
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International Law — eure PAGE. 
NE OF. WRiic cnciscivievcccsccses costs CEO 
items as to conferences.......... xi, 37, 134, 293 
lecture on international arbitration....... xi, 197 
the association for the reform and codification 

of the law of nations; its history...... xi, 265 
progress of international law............ xi, 326 
recapitulation of proposed reforms in inter- 

I IID. oer tdiciveaccdes ees xii, 33 
the conference at the Hague (1875)... ... xii, 199 


current items, xii, 32, 66, 97, 160; xiii, 289, 
154; claims of Albericus Gentilis, as 
founder of international law, xii, 128; 
pamphlets on topics of international law 
ER errr Terre eT xii, 

rights of neutrals................ sone xii, 

English and continental views as to private 
property at sea and neutral rights .... .xii, 

congress of American jurists proposed by 
DR a khe memedeee Ne aaeeekd fer 6 

international law reform and arbitration, xiv, 

Bremen conference; papers on extradition, 
maritime capture and prize law...... xiv, 

TROMED 0 vccccce-coccccscecs xiv, 158, 170, 302, 

an international code.............++ «+: xiv, 

proposed assimilation of laws of bills of 
exchange. .xiv, 147, 142, 271, 277, 285; xvi, 

xviii, 

peace conferences remarked on.......... xiv, 
American contributions to international law, 
xiv, 

Sc tcnedth ned dbbeesaekaer eis xiv, 205, 

“institute of international law;” its pur- 
DO GAG 6. ceccsvcctecedcccens xvi, 125, 

dealing with non-christian nations ...... xvi, 

digest of international law.... ....... xvi, 

Antwerp meeting (1877) ; Egyptian tribunals; 
foreign judgments... .xvi, 108, 212, 213, 230, 

institute of international law; its origin and 
history ; Zurich meeting . -xvi, 130, 

professor Lorimer’s letter on Bluntschii’ 5) 
OID can: nsindc ne 6o- 40006esees xvii, 277, 

NE IID oo eateceesdenccneaced xvii, 

society of comparative legislation at Paris, 

xvii, 
conference of association for reforms, etc., 
OE Oe IIIB, io on cc ev ctessns xviii, 61, 

money and prison conferences ......... xviii, 

conference at Frankfort .. xviii, 201, 260, 141, 

institute de droit international, meeting of, 

xviii, 
congress of Scandinavian jurists at Christiana, 
xviii, 300, 

international law of divorce. ... xix, 126,249, 

seventh annua! conference ........ xix, 424, 

meeting of 1879; topics discussed, etc ...xx, 

Phillimore’s address on public international 
BE ned Cite hnhadrhebiceedéusek ee XX, 

proposed international RIN a sclsausitd 

election of delegates, etc., xvii, 238, iis: 
report of conference, xvii, 496 ; names of 
European societies .................. XViii, 
CD ék.0s tc 0cnaend xviii, 461, 480; xx, 
Interpleader, practice in interpleader causes. .iii, 
Intoxicating Liquors ; see liquors. 
Iowa, resignation of chief justice for inadequacy 
I hhc teceee eiceenissceceutdenes xii, 
Ireland, see Great Britain. 
Italy, 
account of modern Roman procedure..... iv, 
Connolly-Healey art trial in Florence.... 
cause of countess Lambertini........ xx, 41, 
Jamaica, establishment of district courts in...xv, 
Japan, 
strangulation adopted for capital offenses, iv, 
excessive litigation in Yeddo ... ....... xiii, 
penal codes of..... 
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PAGE, 


Joint Parties ; see negligence ; equity ; judgment ; 
patents. 
Judges and Courts, 


as to those of Great Britain and New York, 
see those titles. 
as to federal courts, see United States. 

See also, titles of the various states and of 
other countries ; also personal and local. 
as to commercial tribunals, see commerce 

other connected topics; arbitration ; refer- 

ees ; jurisdiction ; law reform ; reports and 
reporters ; bar ; jury ; grangers ; legal mis- 
cellanies. 


duty of judges to confer .............-..+- i, 57 
judicial legislation...... .... i, 105, 131, 170, 268 
the Saturday review on the character of Ameri- 
NE 66-96 00:0 9:4. sikcannieeeigane i, 219 
courts and decisions................ weeks OS 
English barrister’s impressions of peeenn 
PD 6.00.51 5 6.0008 ca bent asd Be cebenees 232 


conduct of courts; humorous phases of. . ‘ii, 243 
frequency of political appointments to bench, 


ii, 473 

abuse ef judges by the press .......... — 3 
views of an English critic on American legal 

NN 53 diese eecnn shen themene ee iii, 186 


legal reporting and judicial legislation, iii 353, 367 
an English opinion of American judiciary, iv, 27 
proper constitution of courts of appeal, v, 241 


xiii, 376; xv, 94 
how to get honest judges.......... es0ac vi, 60 
a few words on judicial integrity. .....-- vi, 265 
province of court and jury............... vi, 269 
ventilation of court-rooms ....... ‘nets vi, 327 
compelling Quaker to remove hat in court, 
vi, 335 
judges ; an historical review ............ vi, 390 
courts everywhere glutted with business 
SEE ae a eee rr eee vii, 52 
English lawyers and judges............. vii, 352 
judicial opinions ; brevity requisite...... vii, 354 
direction to juries to return verdict of guilty, 
viii, 32 
instances of abuses of justice............ ix, 152 
question whether judge can direct verdict of 
CQ asin cceriedntss agmn aee x, 33, 78, 79 


as to making judges ineligible for political 
office 
as to judges reviewing their own decisions, xi, 26 
liability of judges for judicial acts, Lange- 
Benedict case, xi, 40; also, ix, 102, 131, 150, 
154, 176; xi, 18; xii, 81; xiv, 513; xviii, 181 
restricting power of judge in jury trials, xi, 134 
the limitations of judicial power ........ xii, 98 
cases of judicial oversight in deciding ques- 
ce Pr re re xii, 239 
inconvenience from judges being shareholders 
of companies before court.......-.... xii, 370 
New York bill to forbid judges to state opin- 
he! PE ee xiii, 
politics and judicial appointments....... xiii, 107 
the general complaint of crowded calendars, 
839 


xiii, 
need of summer vacation... .. .xiii, 439; xiv, 158 
paicae xiii, 359 


personal interest of judge as a disqualifica- 
tion 

signing of orders by judges without read. 
ree xiv, 67; xv, 135 

action against judge for partiality in his rul- 


Ee cn duna a weSA nase anes tee wees xiv, 109 
adhesion to judicial precedent........... xiv, 182 
as to relief of courts of last resort ; increasing 


pressure of business, xiv, 253; xvi, 249; xx, 462 
attacks on courts in cases involving politics, 


xiv, 270 
practice of allowing excessive fees from es- 
WABED 2 5 coc cccsssieess eee rens ree xvi, 157 
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disqualification of judges by age, xvii, 117; i, 
in Connecticut, xx, 301; proposal in New 
York to require retired judges to act as 
DD vce ccdveswcocsancces eeenee vey: # 


justices’ courts : 


confusion in practice in New York .... ...i, 
jury in justices’ courts in replevin cases. .ii, 
items ; effect of New York code on ; i, 117; 


application of judiciary article to them. .iii, 
justices’ courts; expensiveness of, in New 
eer: Pere Was dees saedeiu es iv, 
DE DIO nook 5h dees 6d twee HaRwe iv, 
justices’ courts in New York...........-. iv, 
faults of justices’ courts ; changes urged, iv, 
injustice in city police COUPES. .. 02 ccccces vi, 
anecdotes of practice in justices’ courts. . viii, 
entry of justice’s judgment in New York 
x, 32, 47, 
adjournments in justices’ courts......xii, 14, 
New York bill to amend practice as to sum- 
Bae cc cudieeseseisccaseenns xiii, 105, 


defects in justices’ courts; reforms proposed, 
etc., xiv, 51, 302; xv, 113, 259, 238, 241, 


xvii, 2 


abuses in Chicago justices’ courts .. ... xvi, 
xviii, 

bills to legalize void acts of justices. . xv, 
assignment of justices’ judgments in New 
ns rere eer rs xx, 480, 


salaries and pensions : 


salaries of English and American judges com- 
I o.oo 50 c50ndssapanens eae i, 58; ii, 
official salaries should be higher.......... vy, 
remarks on judicial MEET TET Teo vi, 
salaries of judges in England, etc., historical 
conve castes CET POCO x, 218, 229, 
history of judicial salaries in New York, xvi, 
discussion and legislation as to judicial sala- 
ries and pensions; of federal judges, ii, 197; 
vii, 149; in Michigan, iii, 69; vii, 28, 48; 
Illinois, iii, 9, 199; Pennsylvania, iii, 68; 
Ohio, iii, 115; viii, 1083; generally, vi, 268; 
ix, 330; xi, 356; xix, 284 California, xix, 
286; Maine, xix, 186; New York, xvi, 201; 
xix, 


tenure of office ; the elective system ; see also, 


New York. 
nominating candidates; action of Chicago bar 
i, 
the bar and judicial nominations ..... ste 
new system of selecting judges mee. .V, 
current comments ............+. i, 123, 2238, 
an elective judiciary. .....-.-.cccccce.ces vii, 
an appointive judiciary..............+. viii, 
WE IN as bosch sicreSs saedes viii, 
the appointive judiciary amendment in New 
a DOE ee vii, 179, 229, 244, 245, 281, 
effect of elective system in making judges 
time-servers overrated. .............0- viii, 


‘disposition of parties to select good candi- 


AS Be rere as a xi, 
the elective judiciary question; discussions, 
xiii, 17; xiv, 190, 270, 

late elections to Michigan DOME ccc sccae xv, 
tenure of judiciary in Canada......... xviii, 
character of New York nominations for 
PL kaank sdnaedavueeksannee -Xviii, 


Judges and Courts — continued. PAGE. 
dissenting opinions.............cceccess xvi, 422 
assaults on English judges. . xvii, 157, 197, 216 
adjournments out of court............. xvii, 175 
organization and methods of American courts 

historically reviewed; the code system, xviii, 405 
tenure of office changed from eight years to 
behavior in Connecticut ........ xix, 204 
right of judges to express opinion as to facts, 
xx, 138 
SN TOE goo ove sinaceeni ciaseues xx, 195 
judges’ opinions upon the facts........ xx, 199 


211 


441 


355 
263 


238 
156 


380 


261 
201 


308 
237 
262 


242 
262 





Judges and Courts — continued. PAGE. 
courts; the term defined .............. xviii, 256 
tenure of judiciary in the several States; 

justice Miller’s address.............. xviii, 405 


miscellaneous items: 
nh 6 Stet Dee eS 
reasons for suppressing dissenting opinions, 
x, 324; judicial criticism of legislation in 
England, xii, 18; assassinations attending 
case of litigation, xii, 80; long opinions ob- 
jected to; New Hampshire instances, xii, 
81; summing up by counsel objected to, xiii, 
201; affray between judge and counsel in 
California court, xvi, 2; bankruptcy of a 
New York judge, xvi, 22; case of assault 
on New York judge by lunatic, xvii, 457; 


English notions of American judiciary. xviii, 
Judgments, 

efficacy of foreign judgments............ iii, 

judgment against one of several wrong-doers, 

Vii, 

entry of judgment on legal holiday..... xiv, 

creditor’s bill by judgment creditors...... xv, 


execution of judgment of foreign courts..xvi, 
practice in entering judgments in New York, 
xvii, 
Jurisdiction, see conflict of laws; lex loci; states; 
removal of causes; venue; judges and courts; 
shipping; international law, consuls. 
Jury, see also, judges and courts; coroners. 
as to juries of matrons, see pregnancy. 
remarks on present system of jury trial... .i, 
179; ii, 150, 159, 
dispensed with in Canada at request of pris- 


OGROE, cists 2406 cedesdeedtseteneen i, 
difficulty of getting respectable jurors in New 
a eer eee i 


report of English judicature commission . 
disqualification by bias in criminal cases. . i, 
agreeing by use of lots............ i, 394; iii, 
Irish juries; Galway landlord- murder case. ii, 
remarks on, by a Scotch judge............ ii, 
Wisconsin bili to enable eleven jurymen to 
Give verdict... .. .ccscccevccecccseses iii, 
the constitutional guaranty of jury trial. .iii, 
trial by jury in civil actions; cases of unjust 


6 60 «cs ssndeperes <anmentem iv, 197, 
challenges for preconceived opinions. ....iv, 
jury system on its trial in Ireland........ iv, 
bill introduced in New York to make ability 

to read a qualification............+.. o0eV, 
disqualification for opinion h aeaeinahcbatal - * =F 
sentimentality of juries in the Sherman and 

Hyde I i iiss nase hades aeaen eee y, 
juries in the olden time.................. vi, 


proposed legislation in England,..vi, 27; vii, 
trial by judge and trial by jury. . vi, 39, 58, 71, 
refusal by English local juries........... vi, 
drinking by jurors during trial........... vi, 
religious belief as a qualification. vi, 428; vii, 


introduction of jury trial in Russia...... - Vii, 
New York legislation , challenges. . vii, 53, 86, 
proposed legislation in New York as to unan- 


imity and questions of insanity ceeee -Vii, 
unanimity of juries...... vii, 209; vi, 250; x, 
jury reform in Germany... ..........-. viii, 
rule as to unanimity discussed.......... viii, 
principle that jurors should judge of the law 

SAVOCRLER.... 000000 cccces oe 600660.050iiy 
frequency of setting aside verdicts....... viii, 
eR errr errr reer viii, 
majority verdicts... <...600cccscscccesoss viii, 
submitting particular facts to the j jury... ix, 
finding verdicts under direction of court. .ix, 
unanimity of juries discussed......... x, 278, 
jury ee Ree x, 
fines in New York for non-attendance. . xi, 


address on trial by jury............ prayer 


240 
899 


81 
153 
264 
250 
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208 


158 


341 


208 
293 


218 
281 
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54 
64 


285 
21 
164 
91 
79 
895 
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165 
278 

16 
158 


201 
291 
291 
407 
255 

85 
305 
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Jury — continued. 


Labor, including trades-unions, etc. ; 


PAGE, 
disclosures by jury after trial 

verdicts obtained by taking an average...xii, 44 
discussion of the jury system xii, 260, 292 
xiii, 176; xiv, 115, 213; xvi, 250; xvii, 197 
the jury system in Italy 351 
obtaining jurors in federal courts , 386 
unanimity ; ——— proposed. .xii, 113, 143, 109 
191, 192, 231, 249, 263; xiii, 122 

8 juries; thale abolition urged in New 

Yor 


the j vad system in Prussia 
special or struck juries 
bill concerning jurors in New York city, xiii, 
“struck” juries; frequent of late in New 
York 
constitutional right not applicable to petty 
offenses 
juries of surgeons suggested for accident 
Das. ci adodh see ds6be set esi pe encca xvii, 
belief as man and as juror ....xviii, 301, 322, 420 
European discussions of trial ‘by jury. . xviii, 302 
suggestion of English committee as to crimi- 
, 821 
xviii, 401 
i, 207 
further remarks and discussions on jury trial, 
xix, 469; xx, 45, 68, 98, 99, 129, 141, 202, 239 
297, 306 
statistics as to verdict and disagreements, xx, 320 
items: case of jurymen obeying spiritual com- 
munication, i, 12; fees of, in New York, 
ii, 209; bill to leave death or imprisonment 
to jury, v, 192; belief in God a qualification 
in France, vi, 428; as to eligibility of 
jurors for second trial, v, 347; reform of 
system in Tennessee, v, 120; case of —~ 
excused for religious views, v, 240; 
fusal of local juries in England to caste, 
vi, 79; interest of Spanish jurists in jury 
system, xii, 54; alphabetical system of 
choosing jurors in Dublin, xiv, 140; opera- 
tion of the system in Russia, xvi, 440; 
small plans and diagrams best for, xviii, 
120; druggists exempted from jury duty in 
Scotland, xix, 184; poorly paid in England, 
xix, 32 


241 
318 


relations of jury to judge in England.. 


the grand jury : 
abolition in Wisconsin iii, 126, 138, 
movement against, in England .. .iii, 356; iv, 
reform of system in various States; remarks, 
v, 24; vi, 75, 93; vii, 

vii, 102; viii, ¢ 

, 294 ; xiv, 81, 
items: work of New York grand jury in 1875, 
xi, 215; singular indictment found in Wis- 


question of its abolition 


interference with; the Bergh case 

duty of judge in charging 

form of presentment in Michigan territory in 
1810 

abolished by new constitution of California, 


xix, 466 


Kentucky, 


351 
376 


248 
see also, ser- 


intermediate system of courts proposed. . .iv, 
land claim of Young heirs 


use should be regulated by law 


vice. 

trades-unions; when liable for conspiracy..iv, 38 

vii, 389; x, 208 

severity of English legislation concerning.iv, 156 
the warfare between laborers and —_ 

, 210 

gas stokers in London convicted for conspir. “ 

English law as to strikes and conspiracy. .xi, 277 





Labor — continued. 


PAGE. 


case of injunction sought against strikers. .xi, 278 


Melbourne trade protection society 

arbitration sought in Chicago by striking 
miners xvi, 

attorney-general’s opinion as to eight- hour 
1 xviii, 

inquiry into labor question by committee of 

xviii, 

as to railroad strikes and strike-riots, see 

mobs and riots; Pennsylvania. 
Landlord and Tenant; see also, real property. 

implied covenants in demises; law humor- 
ously reviewed. ... 

the Irish tenant-right act 

quitting leased premises on finding them in- 
fested with bugs 

distraining bull-dog for rent. 

occupation under a void lease i 

measure of damages for breach of covenant 
to repair 

re-entry by reversioner in England on ‘land 
leased for a thousand years 

offer of rent in ejectment in New York.. xv, 

law of furnished apartments; see also, inn- 
PO ccccv easter prceddicnvccsoccic xvii, 

tenancies from year to year.... ........ xix, 

late patroon litigation in New York 

muddle in landlord and tenant law caused by 
special legislation xx, 321, 

Larceny, 


Xv, 239 


141 


206 
46 


379 


possession of stolen goods................ vi, 218 


whether refusing to return change is 
Law Books and Law Libraries; for reviews of 
books, see book notices ; see also, reports 
and reporters; legal miscellanies. 
English opinions as to American text-books, 
iii, 230 ; viii, 
modern text-books iii 
the use and abuse of legal text-books 
our books; remarks on law books. iv, 293, 343, 


the writing and publishing of law books. vill, 
some rare law books; recent reprints. . . . viii, 
need of legal bibliography...... ...-ix, 
comparative merits of English and American 
text-books x, 189; xii, 
cost and price of law books...... x, 148; xvi, 
plan for reclamation of lent law books. . -Xi, 
catalogue of books of living authors at New 
xi, 
old books palmed off by publishers for new. xi, 
legal text-books; their value 
literary activity ‘of American lawyers ...xiv, 
legal bibliography xvi, 124; xviii, 
price of law books xvi, 
law libraries: 
remarks and items. ii, 332, 383, 47; xi, 86; xv, 
chancellor Kent's library. enteceeecn alawel ii, 
Yale law school library 
Connecticut state library.......... ieomind ii 
the New York law institute library i 
commissioner’s report on public eine? of 
the United States ; law libraries 


report of Michigan state library for 1875 po 
1876 


xv, 
public appropriations for district law libra- 
ries; veto of New York bill, xv, 382; xvii, 
Connecticut law for law-library associations, 
xv, 
Law Reform, including codification, revision, 
ete. 
as to Great Britain and New York, see those 
titles ; also the titles of other States and 
countries for some additional items. 
as to federal procedure, see United wiates. 
connected topics: judges and courts; jury; 
law schools and legal education ; statutes ; 


122 


65 
273 
385 


80, 362 


77 
310 


16 


68 
356 


316 
60 
810 


460 
363 


35 
377 
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Law Reform — continued. PAGE. 


report and reporters ; pleading and prace 
tice ; societies ; international law. 

enal code of New York 

egal reform ; value of discussion 

the future of codes and digests 

Mr. Field’s letter to California bar on codifi- 


as to California codes, see further, Califor. 
nia. 

ideal of a code 

injury occasioned by uncertainty of law.. 

mechanism of codification 

statute revision and codification 

codification with reference to Mr. Field’s let. 
ter to California bar 

Mr. Fisher and his American critic ; 
8 

early English codes; the mirror; the leges 
EP ener ace Oe iii, 

the English law digest commission (England), 


English law digest; specimen by Mr. Fisher, 
iii, 
English remarks on New York code 
commissions in the various states for revi- 
sion and codification 
codes in New York and elsewhere 
national code for commerce and crime needed, 
vy, 
condition of our municipal law ; the accumu- 
lation of statutes and decisions y 
reform in English and American jurispru- 
PR, . cchudetsatdpehdatddsdotthaaduas v, 
Field's outlines of code 
codification ; what it is vi 
Sir J. Coleridge on law reform and codification, 
vi, 
codification in England and India compared, _ 
vi, 
ee RR ONS 8 os. intod. ce ocean vii, 
relation of legislative reform to codification, 
vii, 
uniform civil and criminal code for ro 
United States vii, 146; 
remarks on codification vii, 148; viil, 
Mr. Field on the codes of New York 
code of martial law ; Mr. Field’s system. . viii, 
the California code. 
codes; how far practicable 
code of commerce for United States 
history of methods of American courts and 
progress of code system 


distinctions between law and equity....xviii, 5 


codification in New York and in general. xix, 


feasibility and durability of codification. .xix, 
short history of New York codes 
codification of the common law; prize essay, 
xx, 123, 
Mr. Sprague’s paper 
Law Schools and Legal Education; see also, 
Great Britain; also, admission to the bar 
under bar. 
law a proper subject for study at colleges. . 
law schools ; their present general prosperity 
their value 
address to law students; Edmonds.i, 165, 178, 
law reading, method and objects of 
evening law schools proposed in New York, 
i, 254; ii, 342; iv, 52, 84; vi, 3438, 
how to read reports 
advice to law students 
senator Carpenter’s address 
legal education required at foreign bars... .ii, 
advice to young lawyers as to going west. .ii, 
legal education of continental Europe i 
proper amount of study 





Law Schools and Legal Education — conti’d. PAGE. 
legal education ; lord Moncrieff’s address. .ii, 485 
509 


advice to law students........ .. iii, 80; iv, 

statistics of American law schools ii 

defects in system of legal education 

methods of law school training 

value of mathematics in study of law 

English law reform and legal education ; 
notes by an American barrister 

law apprenticeship 

sir Roundell Palmer’s address on legal educa- 


v, 
education preliminary to the study of law; 
English methods 
scheme of legal education, by an English 
correspondent.........+..0+5 vi, 29, 47, 62, 
question of introducing mock trials in col- 
leges 45 
: vi, 119 
the historical study of the law.. .vi, 217, 817, 365 
letter on practical course in law schools, vi, 311 
concerning the reading of many books. ...vi, 409 
uses and abuses of commonplacin 1 
list of law schools in the United States. vii, 174 
law commenced at Ann Arbor; address... -vii, 214 
how to begin study of law; opinions of 
Sharswood and Washburn, viii, 49, 75, 143, 166 
where to commence practice 66 
study of law as a mental discipline. . viii, 322, 359 
a word to young men looking to the bar.. .ix, 207 
address to graduates of Albany law school, 


as to law school instruction 
elements of legal success; prof. Washburn, x, 234 
province of law schools 
prof. Bar’s moot cases 
selling legal diplomas 
the higher legal education i, 401 
Creasy on studies that help for the bar...xii, 409 
xiii, 376 
various opinions and remarks on law study, 
xiii, 66, 203, 305, 339, 376 
preparation for the bar ; prof. Washburn to 
Harvard law school xiv, 84, 318, 321 
legal education in France and Germany. xiv, 121 
the function of the law school A 173, 205 
prof. Dwight’s paper on legal education, xiv, 205 
graduate courses in law schools 173 
books for law students..... ...... 
need of teachers of practical ecuiee xix, 445 


particular law schools : 


Harvard law school. .ii, 824; iv, 195; xii, 18, jo 
xiii, 66 ; xiv, 1, 84; xv, 860; xvii, 62, 89, 

xix, oH 

v,319; vii, 326; ix, 236 

xvi, 115 

v, 847; vi, 268; xi, 339 

i ; xiii, 392 


xiv, 284; xv, 340; xvi, 140 


Leap Year ; see time. 
Legacies ; see wills. 
Legal Journals see also, newspapers. 


historical list of American law periodicals, 
ii, 
claim by Pennsylvania paper of vested rights 
in legal advertising............ .e0- v, 72 
legal journalism 
future of legal journalism 
legal journalism 
duty of independent criticism of books 
history of legal journalism in this country, xi, 
publication of judicial notices 
advertising legal notices in New York; the 
Daily Register controversy, xi, 2, 85, 117, 245 
260 ; xiii, 67, 87 
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Legal Journals — continued. PAGE. 
true function of legal journalism.........xi, 262 
notices of new law periodicals : 
Pacific Law Reporter............. see.ees ii, 524 
United States Jurist... ........00.05 cece iii, 60 
Insurance Law Journal.................. iv, 195 
Southern Law Review... ................ v, 353 
Pittsburg Law and Land Adviser........ vi, 138 
OR ETO OTOL ET TTT ET vi, 408 
American Law Reporter..... ..........-- vi, 408 
American Civil Law Journal............. vii, 94 
Central Law Journal ...........seeese0. ix, 48 
Monthly Western Jurist..... .........-. ix, 413 
Weekly Notes of Cases...............-0+ x, 224 
Journal de Droit International Privé...... x, 309 
The Michigan Lawyer.......... ceuuad xii, 143 
New Zealand Jurist... ......cccceeesees xiii, 16 
Louisiana Law Journal .....-........- xiii, 31 
Albany Law School Journal............ xiii, 31 
New York Weekly Digest......... .... xiii, 217 
American Library Journal.............- xiv, 252 
RS Aiko dn wud ensiceswissoscucea xiv, 332 
Boletin de la Sociedad Georgsafica de Madrid, 
xiv, 432 
Virginia Law Journal...............++++ xv, 130 
Te Taek Bonerter.. co... 5 ci ccccscces xv, 360 
PE I ha 5k sc 60 davis cceneccaces xv, 379 
Northwestern Reporter inde 6 ei aha ea eae xv, 380 
Arkansas Law Journal.... ............- xv, 520 
no eke wee bodes ce ceeed xv, 520 
BNET GION sonic ciccccessccccvece xvi, 92 
ND BA GOGO, «v6 cisccrccccccsevces xvi, 171 
San Francisco Law Journal..... ....... xvi, 228 
Chicago Law Journal........ .........- xvi, 420 
Cleveland Law Reporter..... ........- xvii, 96 
ESS ROY ert Oy Teor r eee xvii, 40 
Memphis Law Journal..............-.-. xvii, 96 
New Jersey Law Journal.............. xvii, 96 
Southern SS Se oe ae xvii, 156 
Rivista Penale di Dottrina Legislazione, etc. 
xvii, 256 
California Legal Record.............-- Xvii, 336 
Maryland Law Record...............++- xviii, 340 
Lackawanna Legal Record............ xviii, 360 
Wisconsin Legal News ............+5- xviii, 360 
Schuylkill Legal Record..... ......... xix, 60 
pO ee ee ee xix, 80 


Legal Miscellanies ; see "also, bar ; judges and 
courts; law books and law libr aries; titles 
of particular states and countries; items 
under personal and local. 

law and lawyers in literature. .i, 8, 25, 49, 70, 
125, 146, 171, 185, 207, 231, 250, 266, 287, 
329, 351, 366, 388, 407, 425, 471, 511; ii, 144, 
see indexes vols. i and ii for subjects in de- 

tail. 

ancient examples of administration of justice, 


i, 46, 

hamorous phases of the law. .ii, 1, 44, 259, 61, 
101, 131, 166, 219, 299, 184, 300, 204, 227, 
345, 422, 363, 429, 453, 

oriental laws and lawyers... ..ii, 4, 21, 42, 65, 
sketches of eminent English judges. ii, 22) 
viii, 127; xi, 341; xii, 100, 196, 276, 324, 
372, 388, 404; xiii, 4, 


popular errors on points Of TaW.....0 veil, 


SD Se GIO cis co cwcctnccnesrces iii, 2 


general resemblance of foreign law to our 
own ; a traveller’s reflections........... iv, 
lord Cockburn on the authorship of ‘‘J unius,” 

vy, 

chartered chicane, instance of perverse rules 


the philosophy of law. 
ancient Jewish law. 
stare 


88 
308 
3386 


84 
243 
469 
433 
356 


19 





Legal Miscellanies — continued. 
what some men have thought of the law, vii, 
the scientific basis of law ............... vii, 
desultory suggestions on historic law, viii, 193, 
remarks on some points in Jewish law... viii, 

76, 292, 325, 
the chancery in olden times............. viii, 
Blackstone and his critics ...... are 
the moral sanction in law............ .... ix 
collections of trials............... 
see trials. 
two legal curiosities ; witch-craft and high- 
Pe rer. ix, 
some of the dying glories of the common 
Made Pac chiittinawadcaidndtibsésen oman z; 


on case-law as a scientific system.. ... .. X, & 


is the law a philosophy, a science, or an art, 


x, 3871, 340, ¢ 


essay on municipal law and its relations to 
the constitution of man ................ , 
WITT, osiencdidindsstadcegesss. a58'ud xi, 
some legal curiosities. ..xi, 201, 361, 392; xii, 
passage in legal history of liberty poles.. . xii, 
doctrine of greatest liappiness of greatest 
number; by whom originated ......... xii, 
pamphlet on law as a science, by Parsons, 
nc, ETOP eee xii, 350; xiii, 
influence of American jurisprudence... ...xii, 
divine right in civil government......... xiii, 
how far the law is progressive.......... xiv, 
incidental injuries from exercise of lawful 
EET eee rere ys eee xiv, 57, 
see real property. 
‘* case,” the various applications of the word, 
Xv, 
existing laws as evidence of character of peo- 
Kis. cturaneceeieacnten aie wens. xv, 
early laws and customs of Vermont .....xvi, 
wise word from an old book (Felsham’s Re- 
De MET eee ae ye xvi, 
public policy as a basis for judicial decisions, 
xvii, 
merits of Anglo-Saxon legal system..... xvii, 
some humors of the law.......... .... xviii, 
large amounts involved in modern litigation, 
xviii, 2 
western law ; odd frontier decisions... . xviii, 
jurisprudence and political economy (essay), 
xix, 
recent humorous cases.. ...........+...- xix, 
southern law; some entertaining decisions, 


xix, 4 


law concerning disturbance of meetings...xx 
shifting uses; essay on.............. xx, 301, 
minor items : 
Punch ov proceedings in an action, ii, 462; 
the Siamese twins; a legal puzzle, ix, 99, 
115; humorous phases of the law, ix, 390; 
specimens of obituary eloquence in Georgia, 
x, 174; popular superstitions on legal mat- 
ters, xii, 287; obiter dicta, xix, 76; a deb- 
ME. d; tttin dn diMer tines xvi xix, 
Legal Notices; see legal journals. 
Legal Tender ; see money and legal tender. 
Legislatures and Legislation; as to New York 
legislation, see, also, New York; also, stat- 
utes; law reform. 
careless and excessive legislation in New 


privilege of members of legislature as to tes. 
tifying in court............ i, 1382, 151, 158, 
how far lawyers are necessary in legislation. . i, 
special legislation in New York and else- 
where, i, 136; ii, 309; v, 7, 42, 90; xi, 69; = 


this the day of commissions.... .......-. 

practice provision passed by stealth in supply 
dda Wackscseddesiedaserteavigeded 

biennial sessions............ vi, 268; xx, 301, 


PAGE, 


62 
821 
224 
261 
382 
288 
290 


86 
254 


384 


34 


204 
236 
401 
, 186 


105 
321 
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Legislatures and Legislation — continued. 
complaints of inefficiency of legislatures. . vii, 
necessity for narrowing legislative discretion, 


vii, 

special legislation a pernicious evil...... xiv, 
xx, 321 

over-logiglation. .........ccccscccscccees xv, 
Bullard privilege case in Pennsylvania. xvii, 
survey of American legislation........ xviii, 


Letters; see post-office; as to contracts by, see con- 
tract; copyright in, see copyright. 
x Loci; see contract; liquors; jurisdiction. 
Libel and Slander; see also, newspapers; as to 
imputations of unchastity, see also, women. 


New York law as to arrest for libel........ i‘, 
laxity of law of libel as to the press....... ii, 
UT ONE voc cacddneseres section - * 
the law of criminal liability for libel...... iii, 
Dana case; his arrest for libel ....v, 817; xi, 
the restraint of libellous publications... ...vi, 
pr ivileged criticism.............. vi, 
nglish law as toarrest; case of editor in jail, 
Vii, 
case of arrest for alleged libel on insurance 
EE rr ey eer ree vii, 213, 
mercantile agencies ; how far their communi- 
cations are privileged............. viii, 65, 
the law of defamation.............. ix, 118, 
mitigation for provocation............... a, 


French law as to joinder of parties........ix, 
slander on female virtue not actionable. ...x, 
Sheppard-Reid arrest case .. ..........+. xi, 
libelling a dead person; the Greville memoirs, 
xi, 
ee ee OO. 5.5. 5. cine eéateedcasane xi, 
Johnston-Athenezum case in England... -xii, 
libels on deceased persons............+- xii, 
privilege of counsel in addressing court or 
Prone er re ey rem cere Te xiv, 433; xvi, 
New York bill to check malicious libel suits, 
Xv, 217, 242, 
privilege ; newspaper report of court-hearing, 
xvii, 
libel treated as question for court by English 
DR kita cdenske tease teaie xviii, 
liability in England of newspaper proprietor 
for libel inserted without his knowledge, 
xix, 
liability of newspaper editors for reports, etc., 
xix, 188, 208, 
calling writer a literary chiffonier ....... xx, 
minor items: A curiosity in libel pleading, vii, 
126 ; case of a libellous epitaph, viii, 320; 
bonds for costs in libel suits required in Cal- 
ifornia and Missouri, ix, 196; Irish suit for 
caricature portrait,ix,379; application in case 
of French editor of law forbidding subscrip- 
tions to satisfy judgment, xiv, 157; ma- 
licious arrest of French delegate to centen- 
nial exhibition, xiv, 402: damages for 
charging English town counc*'lor with pre- 
. siding at baby show.. ............... xv, 
Licenses: see liguors; prostitution. 
Lien; see mechanic’s lien; shipping; innkeepers; 
taxation. 


PAGE. 


245 


337 
85 


, 379 


73 
41 
405 


2 
173 
377 
196 
156 
3821 


184 


228 
41 


Light, 
law as to obstruction of................- vi, 234 
IE ING 0.0 nese ascscescncken ix, 403; x, 65 
Limitation, Statutes of, 
ME TN ha cnccsnd Miaeenscncasroseen iii, 224 
in case of constructive trusts... ........... v, 316 


limitation of claims against estates. x, 369; xx, 


260 


limitation of indictments; Lord case. .xii, 209, 223 
225 


retrospective construction of acts of limita- 
SC rere xvii, 183, 235 
Liquors; see also, internal revenue; Sunday. 
powers of New York boards of excise..... ii, 400 





Liquors — continued. 
discretion of New York town boards as to li- 


PAGE, 


nee, OE eer ee eee iii, 238 
notes and queries as to New York excise law, 
iii, 238 ; iv, 201 
temperance legislation....... ..-......+. iv, 165 
the Wisconsin act punishing intoxication. -v, 230 
liquor law of Illinois ; temperance by statute, 
v, 54, 178 
New York local prohibition bill........... v, 284 
lex loci contractus and state liquor laws....vi, 85 
the new liquor law in Connecticut........ vi, 155 
religious restraint of trade; the female tem- 
POrance crusade... 2.0... scccccece ix, 249, 362 
anecdotes of Maine legislation ......... xii, 95 
civil damage laws defended..... ....... xv, 172 
the New York excise law....xv, 282; xviii, 81 
devices of dealers to evade laws......... -Xvi, 174 
validity of New York civil damage law.xviii, 381 
civil damage Jaws of Illinois and Indiana, xviii, 424 
numerous indictments in New York.....xix, 142 
action for death under the New York civil 
damage PE eT Pere te ree ere xXx, 
minor items: Vermont hotels shut up because 
forbidden tosell, iii, 8 ; results of Maine law, 
vi, 248 ; xv, 460; ’public opinion in Ohio as to 
new constitution and license, x, 79; report of 
English grand jury as to strong drink as a 
cause for crime, xi, 292; national prohibi- 
tion law recommended by Maine senate, xv, 
92; civil remedy for injuries arising from 
intoxicating liquors ; pamphlet by Lawson, 
xv, 460 
Lost Property, 
French law of treasure-trove.............. i, 475 
finders of property lost on land.......... vii, 65 
French law relative to articles found....xiv, 140 
law of treasure-trove...... ..2...0000 xviii, 360 
Lotteries, 
seizing lottery mail matter; duty of post- 
TARMOID, 2... ccrcccscce scccageesceses xx, 301 
grab-bags, guess-cakes, etc., illegal in New 
MID, 0:6 « 0:46:60 0-0:06:5004s:00:490058009 iii, 160 
Kentucky lotteries ........00.ccsccceses xi, 259 
proposal to make criminal in Maine...... xv, 181 
— raffles; satirical brochure on, by But- 
bad dine nh 3odia'pieaikniga deaiemmaiae ates xiii, 128 
New ew tas act to suppress pool-selling....xv, 198 
Louisiana, 
the laws of and their sources ............ iii, 268 
provisional judiciary of.........+..+..++- iii, 348 
constitutional questions concerning the Kel- 
logg government .........cccessscesces x, 
proceedings against state returning board, 
xvii, 97 
Lunacy ; see insanity. 
Lynch Law ; see mobs and riots. 
Mail, see post-office. 
Malpractice ; see medical profession. 
Manslaughter ; see murder and homicide. 
Marriage, 
connected topics: divorce ; seduction ; dower ; 
curtesy ; custody of children. 
promise of marriage : 
what evidence of promise should be received, - 
i, 
premature actions for breach of promise. .iii, oH 
arrest in breach of promise actions....... iv, 248 
bringing action before time for performance, oni 
Vv, 
what constitutes promise of marriage, vi, 149, = 
breach of promise brought by males...... x, = 
reason for abolition of actions for breach of 
WOOUIEOE ss. 655 ctncomdencades Coccccces x, 
damages for breach of promise. eae. 
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Marriage — continued. 


PAGE. 
proposal in England to abolish actions for 
breach of promise......xvii, 157, 237; xix, 
Cameron breach of promise case i 
remarks on breach of promise suits, vi, 156, 
165; x, 112; xi, 214; in France, ix, 293; 
English case, xi, 339; frequent in Tennessee, 


426 
286 


marriage ; various matters : 

at present too easily contracted 

curious courting custom in England 

review of laws of various countries i 

gleanings in British probate and divorce 
ii, 

im 


parental consent to marriage ; 
phases of law 
conditions in restraint of marriage 
marriage with deceased wife’s sister made 
lawful in Australia 
English bill for, i, 476; v, 246; bill passed 
in Victoria 
proposed national marriage act 
uncanonical marriages 
marriage on the high seas........... vi, 106. 
obligations of parents-in-law in France... .vi, 
case illustrating marriage law of Scotland, ~% 
new marriage law in Italy aa, 
law of remarriage in cases of absence, under 
California and New York codes; the Oades 
sont Sh s adeh hah dpe ween ween ix, 5, 25, 253, 
evidence of character in cases of alleged mar- 
Se niikenienKens 46440644 <a Resbeees ix, 
the contract of marriage ; requisites in New 
Serer ix, 401; x, 
conditions in restraint of marriage ........ -. 
international law of marriage. .. o .Zi, 38, 
civil marriages; power of Catholic priests, xi, 


conditional marriages...... ere ree xii, 

marriages at foreign legations ii 

telegraphic form of marriage 

Parton marriage case in Massachusetts, xiii, 
123, 319, 38 

marriage and divorce.... i 5) 

restrictions under canon law 

marriages performed in jest, etc 

historical review of marriage.... 

state statutes against miscegenation.....xix, 

paper on international law of marriage. .xx, 

ancient law against frauds enticing men to 

marry 
number of eloping couples married 


rights, etc., of married women: 


confusion in law. 
their liability as sureties 
present law of New York criticised. 
similar to law of Roman empire 
separate estate; when held liable 
English act protecting earnings, etc., of mar- 
ried women ii, 
humorous phases of law of married women, 
ii, 469, 
rights of married women in New York... .iii, 
distribution of wife’s personal estate under 
New York law.... ..iv, 115, 131, 147, 
defects of law as to her liabilities... . 
contracts of married women 
liability of a married woman in contract. ..x, 
married women as attorneys....... vente * 
contracts of married women , 
liability of married women in tort 
New York bills as to married women as wit- 
xi, 181; xvii, 
liabilities of married women in New York, 
xii, 
limitations to wife’s separate use in Penn- 
sylvania (notice of pamphlet) i 


Jay 34) 





Marriage — continued. 
crim. con. suit by wife against seducer of hus- 
Ms. ce nccasinsstencnscnssaecesics xiii, 32, 
confusion of law concerning dealings of 
wives... 49, 
provisions of the new code concerning mar- 
ried women xiv, 

the old theory of suspended settlement of 


present condition of law and proposed legisla- 
tion in New York and Connecticut. .xv, 37, 
xvii, 
etymology of phrase “ privily and apart ”.xvi, 
liability of married women for deficiency on 
foreclosure 
widows in California; Mrs, Stowe’s book on 
‘‘probate confiscation”. ............ xix, 
enabled to acknowledge instruments in New 
po ff eee xix, 206, 
contracts of married women ; cases reviewed, 
xx, 244, 
relations of husband and wife to each other: 
as to burial of wife, see burial. 
as witnesses for and against each other..i, 245, 1 
necessaries ; law humorously reviewed. .ii, 44, 
wife aiding in robbery acquitted because hus- 
band present 
rights of married men ; bill relieving... 
disagreement of Alabama bench as to hus- 
band’s right to whip wife..... avenenae 
doctrine in North Carolina as to wife-whip- 


ing 
case of husband held liable for wife’s tort. vii, 
Ashantee laws of husband and wife 
actions at law between husband and wife. .x, 
survivorship as between husband and wife.x, 
lands conveyed to husband and wife ; estates 
by entirety. .xi, 402; xvii, 355, 375, 393; xx, 
direct conveyances to each other........ xiii, 
injustice to husband of Kansas statutes of de- 


whether husband has any redress against 
drunken wife.......... xix, 
eee and the » prayer-book on domestic 
ON, 0.6 0.0c.5:5.00.. saeaseds veces, geen xXx, 
Marylan 
judges indicted for malfeasance...... 
Massachusetts, 
proceedings to disbar an attorney ii, 
a half-hour with the supreme court of Massa. 
chusetts 
ouster of homeopathists from Sineanaheniatae 
medical society iv, 297 ; vii, 
trial of exhibitor of nude statuette 
a day in a Massachusetts court...... ...- ix, 
arrears in state reports... ... .......--- ix, 
case of Pomeroy, the boy-murderer....... . Xi, 
xii, 21; xiv, 
legislation in 1877 reviewed 
Master and Servant; see also, carriers; railroads; 
labor. 
unlimited liability of masters and railroad 
companies discussed in England 
what acts of servant are within scope of em- 
ployment........ 
liability of master to servant for injuries in 
course of employment 
contributory negligence as between 
liability of master for wrongful acts of ser- 
vant. 
negligence of co-servants 
implied contracts for services; gratuitous ser- 
xiv, 4, 20, 47, 52, 64, 
doctrine of respondcat superior in case of con- 


PAGE, 


69 
165 


, 418 
174 


139 


xiv, 195; xx, 164 


master’s liability for servant’s trespass, . 
“njuries to servant 





-xiv, 240 
«seeeXiv, 352 





~~ ~ ~e - — we mm ew Ow Ww ad ~~ oO = we - - a os i mel io 7 — 


=m we wr ew Oe ~ ~ 


GENERAL INDEX. 33 





Master and Servant — continued. PAGE. 


liability for wanton acts of servant......xiv, 
responsibility of common employer; report of 
committee of house of commons 
employer's liability for injuries to servants, 
xvi, 
inclination here and in England to change 
of law 
doctrine of non-liability for negligence of fel- 
low-servant ; legislation proposed in Eng- 
land 
Mechanics’ Lien, 
mechanics’ liens and the bankrupt law... .iv, 
omission in New York 
mechanics’ liens on municipal property. .xiv, 
100, 118, 148, 
Canada law; changes urged i 
general law needed in New York 
Medical Profession, 
controversies with homeeopathists 
vii, 
rule as to skill, etc., required of physician. vi, 
degree of skill required of physicians and 
surgeons 
medical expert evidence 
see further, evidence. 
medical report upon malpractice suits.... 
Merger ; see veal property. 
Meteoric Stones ; see aerolites. 
Mexico, 
the Mexican claims commission 
Michigan, 
the railroad-aid bond decision 
revision 
new constitution 
Militia, 
status of, 


see also, army. 


taking and flowage of lands for mill purposes, 
vii, 
see water and water-courses. 
Mines; see real property. 
Miscellaneous; see legal miscellanies. 
Missouri, 
block in business of supreme court (1877).xv, 
e, 
mistakes of law... ii, 405; iii, 448; iv, 7; vi 
see ignorance. 
mistaken identity; see adentity. 
Mobs and Riots; see also, militia. 
prevalence of lynch-law 
lynch-law and riot in Rochester 
lynch-law in Tennessee vi 
sheriff in Missouri sued by widow of judge 
killed by mob ; 
vigilance committee in Chicago 
eae right to suppress mobs 
iability for property destroyed at Pittsburg 
in strike-riots ‘ i,109; xx, 
punishment of stoppers of trains... .xvi, 110, 
as to railroad strikes, see also, railroads. 
legislation suggested as to labor strikes. . xvi, 
litigation ensuing from Pennsylvania strike- 
riots xvi, 290, 
lynch-law in South Carolina 
law as to disturbance of public meetings. .xx, 
Money and Legal Tender, 


420 


the legal tender cases i, 118, 296, 312, 3 


the legal tender decisions; remarks and cor- 
respondence i, 235, 241, 270, 271; ii, 
iii, 275; v, 4l, 111; viii, 

agreements to pay debts in coin.i, 145 ; ix, 15, 
exposure of circulators of counterfeit money, 
ii, 

need of international currency... .iv, 265; xi, 


5. 


Money and Legal Tender — continued. PAGE, 
legal tender act ; paying state debt in gold.v, 40 
what is money , 100 
the legal tender acts; state statutes. .xii, 113, 193 

, 375 
ae 9g silver coin made legal tender in IIli- 
401 
181 
kinds of money now current iii, 342 
Montenegro, 
code of Montenegro ; iv, 105 
Mortgage ; see also, deeds. 
as to taxation of, see taxation. 
law of mortgages of real estate as prevailing 
in New Y 

chattel mortgages, priority between. . 

application of over-payments on debt due by 
installments vii, 96, 112, 128, 
New York act as to foreclosure of mortgages 
in Kings county 

mortgages collateral to unsealed instruments; 
limitation of actions on. 

spelling of the word ‘* mortgagor ” i, 

contracts extending payment between mort- 
gagee and vendee of mortgagor xvi, 374 

orders of publicati¢n in foreclosure (New 


York) 
New York bill as to priority of recorded 
mortgage in hands of assignee ii, 22 
assumption of mortgages by grantees...xvii, 357 
395; xix, 383 
right of junior creditor to assignment of prior 
mortgage , 380 
New York bill as to record of mortgages. xix, 185 
chattel mortgages upon stocks in trade...xx, 506 
Municipal Corporations, 
as to railroad aid, see also, railroads. 
as to taxation, see also, that title. 
municipal government a emestad iv, 263 
purchase of gold chain for mayor restrained 
in England v, 301 
municipal corporations and the revenue tax, 
vii, 257 
assessments for loca] improvements. -vii, 353, 
town bond suits and attorneys’ fees 
duty of municipal corporations respecting 


metropolitan laws 
tendency to extravagance in local govern- 
.. Xiv, 
report of New York commission on municipal 
government, .-. 2... scscsceces xiv, 430; xv, 
the liability of public treasurers 
commitments for contempt by municipal 
authorities 
relations of state and municipalities 
constitutional amendment for reform in muni- 
cipal government in New York 
injunction on tax for reception of British offi- 
825 
names of ancient municipal offices ix, 464 
liability of, for contractor’s negligence. . 164 
Murder and Homicide; see also, infanticide; 
capital punishment; criminal law, crime; 
duelling. 
as to the defense of insanity, see that title ; 
also some of the trials mentioned below. 
lessons of McFarland case 
peculiar condition of Pennsylvania law ‘as to 
homicide 
New York statutes relating to murder; 
changes proposed -++-lii, 59, 61, 99; v, 
chemical evidence in murder trials 
Virginia homicide case 
reform in law of murder 
degrees of murder; Foster case ; the Clinton 
_ Peer rer $0ades vii, 177, 199, 227, 228 
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the law of murder............. otcceccnge BaF 
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Murder and Homicide — continued. 


PAGE, 
the new law of murder in New York; the 
rdoning 68 
codification of the law of homicide 149 
charging homicide on several counts ii, 15 
spiritualism ; psychological homicides. . . .xii, 216 
homicide in making arrests i, 245 
the Bremerhaven explosion; nature of the 
i xiii, 122 
pointing firearms in sport xix, 345 
negligent railway conductor found guilty of 
manslaughter 
items: case of light sentence of wife-killer 
in England, ii, 209; volume bound in mur- 
derer’s skin, v, 322; charge in manslaugh- 
ter case criticised, xi, 387; cases of inno- 
cent men condemned for murder, xii, 64; 
murderer allowed to choose mode of death 
in Utah, xiii, 258; case of “ bullet-proof” 
juggler killed by experimenting spectator, 
xiii, 375; conviction of a priest in Philadel- 
278 
recent murder trials : 
Alley, Leavitt; his trial for murder of Ellis 
in Massachusetts, reported by Heard... .xi, 337 
“ae, and Smith murder trial in New Jer- 
xix, 505; xx, 82, 322 
Billings murder trial in New York. . xviii, 261 
xix, 245; xx, 322 
Blair murder case in New Jersey , 381 
Brinckley wife-murder case in Georgia. “av, 300 
Buford-Elliott murder case in Kentucky..xix, 264 
265, 285, 305, 326; xx, 81, 361 
i, 205 
258 
41 


Burns murder case 
Burroughs wife-murder trial 
Burrell murder case in New Hampshire. .xx, 
Chalfont- Bacon homicide case in California, 
xix, 
Cobb murder case in Connecticut. .......xix, 
Cox-Alston case in Georgia 
Davis murder trial in Maryland .....ix, 
Dye and Anderson murder case in Califor- 
.xix, 
Fair-Crittenden emg ease, in San Fran- 
cisco 2, 209, 410; vi, 185, 240 
Fero case of alleged’ wite- murder in ‘New 
301 


in New | 


826 
245 
, 385 
, 116 


446 


York 
Finnell-O’Baldwin homicide case 
York . 
Foster murder case in New York.. v, 27, 
vi,414, vii, 162, 177, ia1, "182, 
Graveline murder case. . «0 Se, 
Hayden-Stannard murder trial in Connecticut, 
xx, 322, 401, 421, 
House homicide tria] in New Jersey i 
Hull murder case in New York ....... 
Hyde, Fanny; ber trial for murder reported, vi, 
King case in New York 
Latrimouille murder case....... ......- xx, 80 
Le Page murder trial in New Hampshire.xv, 240 
Lindsey, Owen; report of his trial for mur- 
xi, 226 
Lowell, James ; his trial for murder of his 
wife (printed report) 
Lowenstein’s trial for murder (printed report), ‘ 
92 
McCarty, Josephine ; trial for murder.v, 330, 354 
McFarland homicide case in New York. i, 385, 395 
474, 475, 492 
ii, 90, 135, 231 ; vi, 223 


"89 
245 
286 

62 


305 
130 


Nathan murder 
O’Brien murder case; commutation of sentence 


by president 
Penge case in England... ..xv, 469; xvi, 260, 


198 
270 
348 
245 
305 


376 


Phair murder trial in Vermont. xv, 282; xix, 


Piper murder trial in Massachusetts 


Murder and Homicide — continued. 
Pocasset child homicide case in Massachu- 


setts 
Poindexter-Curtis homicide in Virginia.. 


326, 
Pomeroy case in Massachusetts..xi, 376 , xii, 
Real, John ; case of 
Rubenstein murder trial in New York. . . xiii 


Rugeley poisoning case in England iv 

Rulloft murder and burglary case.ii, 161; iii, 

Scannell murder case in New York 

Schceppe murder trial in Pennsylvania. vi, 154, 

Smith murder case in Vermont 

Stokes’ trial in New York for murder of 
James Fick. .v, 90, 177, 362; vi, 6, 27, 46, 
80, vii, 22, 64, 117, 160, 309, 340, 3871, 372; 
comments 

Troppmann trial in France...... 

Udderzook trial in Pennsylvania 

Wagner murder trial in Maine 

Waltz murder trial in New York; pe Sd 
of insanity 

Walworth homicide case; degrees of murder 
in New York, viii, 19, 39, 242; xiv, 224; xvi, 

Wharton trials in Baltimore, iv/348; v, 99 : vii, 

Wilkinson murder case at Baltimore 

for some less recent cases,see personal and 
local. 

Names; see also, trade-marks. 

the law as to names. viii, 162, 

as to use of firm name, see partnership. 

when one may be restrained from use of his 


a disquisition on names 
the French law as to property in name ....x, 
prefix of “ reverend”; the English tombstone 
COBO. 2. cee cocrcccccces: -xii, 2, 32, 
humorous review of law of xviii, 
no right of property in name of dwelling. 
house 
French case of refusal to accept goods for- 
warded under wrong name 
National Banks; see banks. 
Naturalization; see also, aliens; 
American and English laws compared. 
naturalization act of 1870 ‘ 
federal bill to establish record of 
Steinkauler, case of; disputed hen Aa i 
application of naturalization laws to Chinese, 


citizenship. 
ii, it 


Navigable Waters; see water and water-courses. 
Necessaries; see infancy; marriage; shipping. 
Negligence; see also, carriers; railroads; ship- 
ping; master and servant. 
as to municipal contractors, see municipal 
corporations. 
Prussian law as to liability of railway = 
panies and manufacturers 
humorous review of law ii, 166, 3i9” 
remarks on contributory negligence.iv,57; v, 
degrees of negligence 
wilful negligence 
contributory negligence 
responsibility for remote consequences of acts 
and omissions iz, 
contributory negligence as between master 
and servant .........+. Cob obe6sesecsee ix, 
criteria of negligence i 
warranty of care ; 
attorney’s liability in equity for negligence, 
xii, 
privity in negligence 
actions for negligently causing death... 
how far a question of law 
contributory negligence; New York cases re- 





view 


PAGE. 


-xix. 266 
885 


21 


174 


.i, 76, "eo 3% 


333 
376 
176 


113, 176 


126 


i, 482 


440 


Xvii, é 


75 


xii 312; xvii, 400 
.xiv, 308 


51 


eccccccece xviii, 144, 164, 184, 204 





ee a ™ Ye wT = = re a StS OT 


~~ 


GENERAL INDEX. 35 





Negligence — continued. PAGE. 


some peculiar cases of xvi, 440; xix, 44, 
humorous cases of negligence i 
actions for joint negligence... ........... xx, 
burden of proof as to contributory negligence, 
XX, 
Negotiable Instruments; see also, bonds; coupons. 
bondi fide holde: for value, what constitutes, 
ii, 
mae of notes due on legal holidays 
rench decree staying payment of bills in in- 
vaded provinces 
bills of lading as security for advances... .iii, 
post-dated checks i 
negotiable paper signed in blank 
transmission of bills of lading and other ne 
gotiable instruments by telegraph 
ownership in stolen coupons 
payment of forged paper by the drawee. . vii, 
alteration of negotiable paper 
notes given for worthless patent rights, etc.; 
law as to obtaining signature by fraud, vii,159; 
protection of farmers swindled out of notes ; 
proposed extension of defense of fraud, xiv, 
34,49, 238; Connecticut act as to patent-right 
notes, xv, 380; New York act, xv, 302; State 
legislation as to notes given for a4 
rights 
law of demand-notes with interest 
New York bill making paper payable on pe 
preceding holiday, vii, 340, 342, 356; ix, 89, 
lost negotiable notes ii 
conditional promissory notes 
duty of drawee of check v 
relations between holder of check and drawee, 
viii, 
liability of bank to holder of check iii 
what is admitted by the acceptance of a bill 
of exchange , 
alteration of notes 


x, 
parol evidence to explain character in which 
note is signed 
indorsement by one not a payee 
notes transferred for antecedent debts... .xi, 
what are and what are not negotiable instru- 


sufficiency of pre-existing debt as considera- 
tion for check payable on demand 
international unification of law of negotéable 
instruments xii, 241, 
effect of negligence of drawer of bill 
legislation urged in England as to bills of 
exchange and crossed cheques... .xiii, 202, 
alterations of instruments. .xiii, 263; xvi, 64, 
chemistry used to detect alteration of check, 
xiii, 
liability of an unnamed principal on negotia- 
TT COR TT re xiii, 
liability of a named principal on negotiable 
iisi5s oa sanegs ss ckbatiens ee 505s 
personal liability of agents on bills — notes, 
xiv, 103, 210, 227, 2 2, 261, 
English law of ‘‘ crossed checks ” i 
uniform international law proposed for bilis 
of exchange...... ..xiv, 142, 147, 271, 277, 
xvi, 290; xviii, 
liability of principal and agent on bills and 
xiv, 409; xv, 117, 345, 
see further, agency. 
fraudulent filling of blanks; law reviewed, 
xv, 116, 
agreements between indorser and holder. -XV, 
clause for payment of costs of collection, xvi, 
indorsement of non-negotiable paper by one 
not a party 
protesting note after payment refused before 
close of business hours xvi, 


304, 359 


vi, 235 


, 236 


266 
184 


827 


478 
65 


~ 
‘ 


182 


113 
145 


247 
220 

80 
220 
823 
342 
274 
285 
222 
428 
171 
368 

22 

44 
155 





Negotiable Instruments — continued. PAGE. 
mode of accepting bills in various countries, 

xvii, 296 

payment of notes payable at bank , 500 

equities between original parties; effect on * oat 


custody and transfer, negligence in , 194 
Negroes; see colored persons. 
Neutrals; see international law. 
New Hampshire, 
the supreme court remodeled; prolixity of 
GUMIBOR: 0 « «.:0.042:0:0005 980-0468 x, 116, 195, 
amendment of state constitution 
legislation as to publication of reports. ...xvi, 
New Jersey, 
amendment of constitution 
lay judges on the bench 
New York, 
as to bar associations, see that title. 
as to law schools and legal education in, see 
law schools, ete. 
see also,some items under personal and local. 
in general: 
history to be found in statutes of New York, 
ii, 
bar of western New York in early days. . iii, 
taxable costs in former days ; narrative of an 
old lawsuit 
the state library v, 391; ix, 352; xix, 
centennial celebration of Johnstown court- 
ey ne nme ae v, 393; vi, 
former New York lawyers. .xi, 358 ; xii, 168, 
law in New Amsterdam ii 
old Dutch lawsuits i 
the old ‘‘ Moot” law club of New York. . xiii, 
reminiscences of Erie county bar. ....... xv, 
centennial anniversary of state constitution, 
xvi, 
organization of the supreme court of judica- 
ture of the province of New York ; Mr. 
Fowler’s papers. ..xix, 62, 66, 87, 106, 149, 
209, 229, 309, 349, 389, 430, 
patroon leases 
jurisdiction of the supreme court of judicature 
of the province of New York 
observations on the particular jurisprudence 
of New York xx, 326, 342, 466, 
litigation with Connecticut concerning bound- 
aries. xx 
centennial celebrations of New York (vol: 


codification, revision, and reform: 
see also, the general title law reform. 

new judiciary article. .i, 13, 14, 36, 39, 73, 77, 
revision of statutes; commission appointed, 
i, 35, 77, 196, 210, 224, 234, 235, 475; iii, 

the new penal code 94, 
results of experience as to New York code, 
i, 95, 178, 802, 845, 

reform needed in justices’ court em, i, i § 
indexing statutes 196, 
oes proposed by Mr. D. D. Field in exist. 


English opinion 

tenure of judges under amended constitution, P 
ii, 
penal code advocated. 

defects remaining in practice under code. . 


the civil code of New York; series of esseys 


reforms in criminal law recommended by or 


minority report .. i 
bill amending code; aageens by bar associa- 
tion; vetoed iii, 299, 315, 3 
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New York — continued. 

minority report reviewed 

remarks on the code 

resolutions of revision commission... 

the statute revision; second annual report; 
changes in commission. .v, 98, 117, 142, 145, 

defects of New York law; the Stokes and 
Engelbrecht cases v, 177; viii, 

our institutions ; true methods of reform. .v, 

items as to proposed amendment to code. . .v, 


the work of the revision commission reviewed, 
vi, 251, 266, 
the book of forms i 


provisional remedies of the new revision. .vi, ¢ 


constitutional commission to propose amend- 
vi, 375, 381; vii, 

installment of new revision issued 

work of the constitutional commission.. .. vii 


the proposed appointive judiciary amend- 
vii, 245; viii, 260, 269, 271, 
progress of the work, amendments, etc... vii, 


the statute revision 
annual report of revision commission, ix, 184, 


the New York civil code. 
proposed amendments; veto of....... 
the proposed constitutional amendments. .x, 
260, 272, 307; xi, 
defect in present laws as to execution... ...x, 
the vote on the constitutional amendments, xi, 
annual —— of revision commission ; items, 
85, 86, 101, 118, 130, 150, xii, 353, 
validity” of legislative acts ‘under recent 
amendments 
newspaper suggestions as to reform..... . xii, 
progress of the new revision... xiii, 23, 68, 50, 
107, 171, 299, 320, 339, 358, 
recent amendments to code of procedure. .xiii, 
xiv, 
the code of remedial justice, xiii, 439; xiv, 50, 
xv, 73, 
remarks and correspondence as to the new 
revision xiv, 65, 107, 123, 125, 
the new revision of the statutes; history of 
New York codes reviewed. .......... xiv, 
constitutional amendments as to canals and 
prisons -xiv, 270, 
the new code of procedure ..xiv, 435, 438; xv, 
Mr. Throop on the new revision, xv, 41, 58, 70, 
Mr. Pomeroy’s attack on the new code... Xv, 
sentiment of bar as to the new code. .xv, 153, 
partiality to plaintiffs of New York practice 
acts, 


attempt toabolish commission for revision. xv, 
current comments xv, 282, 321, 
conference committee on new code; discos. 
sion 
operation of new code suspended. . 
the revised code of civil procedure. . 
adoption of the revised code ; last nine chap- 
ters not approved xv, 422, 461, 482, 
the New York system of procedure; its 
theory, etc., historically traced....xv, 488, 
xvi, 8, 28, 
arrangement of new code completed by com- 
missioners 
rtions of present code unrepealed. . xvi, 94, 
efects in new code....xvi, 107, 171, 172, ‘190, 
old and new codes ; remarks on 
constitutionality of new code. . 
large amount of business in New York courts, 
ee 
the new code and its critics. . , 
the old and the new code xvi, 877, xvii, 
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PA 
grammar of new code. .xvi, 459, 479; xvii, 18, 
report of commissien of revision 
passage of bill enacting last nine chapters of 
GUESS VOB. «2.0000: xvii, 77, 177, 198, 217, 
the future of the revision 
other work of revision commission. 
letter on new code x 
bill to appoint revision committee , failure of 
xvii, 278, 318, 338 
proceedings as to code in legislature; adjourn- 
ment; governor's veto. .. ..xvii, 377, 417, 477 
proceedings of senate revision — xvii, 493 
amount of litigation under new code... .xvii, 498 
report of senate committee.. a! -xix, 21 
objections of the governor ; views of the bar, 
xix, 
law reform society organized to oppose new 
code i 
proposed amendments criticised......... 
activity for and against new code 
Mr. Hand’s pamphlet in criticism of new 
xix, 
petition against repeal of existing code. . xix, 
effect of new code on litigation estimated. xix, 
close of controversy over new code xix, 
feasibility and desirability of codification . xix, 
a short history of the codes xix, 
the codes and the governor’s veto.. .xix, 348, 
385, 425, 445; xx, 
influence of law of New York 
the legislature and legislation: 
tendency to excessive special legislation .i, 34, 
ii, 309; v, 7, 90; xv, 
publication of acts; remarks and criticisms, 
i, 17, 86, 254; ii, 309, 322; iv, 57; viii, 
ix, 101; xiii, 374; xiv, 285; xv, 113, 
xix, 62, 
law proposed to forbid ex parte orders for in- 
junction or receiver 
irregular award by canal appraisers 
illegal increase of county salaries by super. 


bill to consolidate city and county govern- 


question as to legal compensation of members 
of legislature é 

careless legislation 

statutes relating to preferred causes; 
fusion in 


compared 

question of eligibility of register in bank- 
ruptcy to legislature 

improvement in character of legislation. . xiii, 

act conferring power on sheriff of Kings 
county in foreclosure cases xiii, 423, 


proposal to make general 
refusal of governor to create new holiday.xiv, 
governor’s messages; suggestions as to ro 


careless drafting of statutes 
trial of member of assembly for bribery. xvi, 
New York bill to prevent incendiary languago 
at public meetings 
mode submitting constitutioual amendments 
in New York xvii, 
bill to authorize assignment to state of claims 
against other states 
overcharges by county officials. ix, 81 
knick-knacks furnished members at public 
ix, 122 


occupation of new capitol 

Brooklyn bridge case xix, 142 

attack on the commissioner of Tunacy.. xix, 205 

extraordinary scheme for regulating private 
legislation offered xix, 852, 323 
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New York — continued. 
petitions presented with false names... .xix, 
the governor and the vetoed supply bill. . xix, 
litigation concerning Binghamton inebriate 


bills offered or agitated ; new acts, etc 
vii, 23, 58, 86, 213, 384; x, 84; xi, 101, 102, 
405; xiii, 204; xv, 74, 134, 174, 93, 114, 153, 
218, 242, 262, 283, 302, 322, 343,362, 382, 421, 
xvi, 461; xvii, 22, 42, 62, 77, 187, 158, 177, 
218, 298, 337, 357, 877, 417, 438, 496 ; xix, 1, 
81, 120, 140, 164, 165, 244, 264, 324, 425, 
the court of appeals: 

method of deciding causes criticised . 
ii, 

nomination and election of judges under new 
judiciary article.. .i, 254, 255, 295, 312, 314, 


PAGE. 


305 
408 


i, 136 


276 
198 
442 
198 

61 
524 


..i, 76, = 


356 


04, 434 


items as to organization of new court and 
commission of appeals.i, 452,519 ; ii, 18, m 

the old and the new court 

new rule as to method of decision. .ii, 47, 353. 

appeals from orders, practice in 

sketch of the judges. ..............se0e- ii, 

bill for relief of court ii 

business accomplished 


commission of appeals; its continuance... .iv, 


equity powers of court i 
commission of appeals; items Vv, 228; vi, 
vii, 21; xi, 
criticism answered vii 
titles of members of court 
judges overworked 
attempt of assistant clerk to sell opinions of 
court = 
new law limiting appeals.............. -. 
the commission of appeals xii, 36, 63, 
Mr. Browne wipes out the court of appeals, 
xii, 


. . Vili, 255; xviii, 


attacks on the court 
nomination and election of judges. x, 196; xiv, 
123, 126, 139, 191, 
remarks on the constitution of the court.xvi, 
remedy suggested for accumulation of cases, 
xvi, 

principle of limiting appeals by amount in- 
volved 

judges broken down by overwork 

the proper title of the judges 

rooms in new capitol 

overworked condition of court. .xix, 425 ; Xx, 

proportion of affirmances and reversals. . saz, 

items: calendar cleared, vii, 389; vacancies 
and appointments, vii, 31, 37; viii, 388; ix, 
4; xii, 129, 305; xvii, 457; xix, 1, 2; list of de- 
cisions, 1872-73, ix, 45; analysis of dis- 
sents, etc., xii, 128; other items, xiv, 251; 
xvi, 249, 462 ; xvii, 157; xviii, 221, 281, 501; 
xix, 62. 

the supreme court: 

duty of justices of supreme court to confer 
before making order 

reorganization of supreme court under new 
judiciary article.i, 73, 77, 271, 272, 318, 434, 

reorganization of supreme court 

items as to amendment of rules; meetings of 
judges, etc. ii, 492, 520, 523; xi, 3, 38, 86; xx, 


work of courts in 1870 
general term organization. . 
the case in the fourth district ; een > ‘ted 
krans’ resignation. .iv, 249, 266, 276; v, ™ 
practice at the general term 
nominations and appointments. . 
205, 223 ; vii, 23; viii, 229, 275, * 408 ; xi, 3, 
101 ; xiv, 366 ; xvi, 
relief of court on circuit needed 


80 
10 
562 
513 
524 
251 


, 266 


156 
824 
259 
284 
406 
244 

20 
169 
368 
857 


79 
508 


i, 322 


111 
256 


280 
281 
39 
7 


74 
68 
, 185 
87 
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PAGE. 
proportion of decisions affirmed and reversed, 
x, 352, 368; xx, 242 
election of justices; personal items, etc...xii, 145 
162, 191, 194, 241, 257, 273, 287, 289, 320, 322 
proposed reform of judicial system..... xiii, 121 
attempt to relieve calendar by references. xiv, 270 
the general term system iv, 289 
proposed removal vf justice by a 
resolution 
veto of bill to increase pay of judges in third 
district 477 
methods of decision of general term criticized 
xviii, 288 
-xix, 165 
ix, 226 


301 


need of day calendar at general term... 
remedy for pressure of cases 
bill to regulate salaries.............. ° 
proportion of decisions reversed 
apportionment of judicial districts. 
memorandum opinions 
other courts : 
matters relating to federal courts in New 
York......i, 34; iii, 251, 330; ix, 184; xvi, 
bill to supply vacancies in oyer and terminer 
and sessions courts 77 
high character of New York judges generally’ 
i, 136 
burlesque trial for felony by court of sessions,i, 235 
conventions of judges and revision of rules of 
practice, ii, 67,99; iii, 48 ; x, 85, 95; xvi, = 421 
delay in trying causes , 291 
control of judicial nominations lost by bar, iv, 21 
courts in arrears 
bill to establish state court of claims. . 172 
bill as to hearing by county judge , 186 
ill-ventilated court-rooms xiii, 375; xiv, 125 
reform needed in official compensation, xiii, 423 
424; xv, 262 
alleged want of courtesy on the bench. ..xiv, 283 
cessation of court hearings during summer, xv, 421 
act as to salaries of county judges and surro- 


- xiii, 


g 
judicial disqualification of age ; proposed con- 
stitutional amendment ; pensions. .xix, 101, 
bill reducing salaries of judges and state off 


165 
orders of court under code amendments. . .xx, 80 
220, 259 
proposed legislation to increase number of 
judges of higher courts 478 
reporting of decisions : 
proposed legislation 181 
law reporting in New York.. viii, 1, 47, 88 
the bar association scheme ii 
viii, 7, 388, 369, 389, 407, 408 
other items; criticisms, etc., ii, 150 ; y, 89, 95 
vii, 223, 228, 304, 306, 320, 335, 352, 367, 400 
ix, 105, 144, 146, 169, 268, 279, 365 
publication of court of appeals reports, i, 206, 212 
criticisms; i, 265, 303, 339, 435 ; ii, 68, 207 ; ; iv, 156 
vii, 22; viii, 4, 95, ix,221, 292: x, 366; xi, 278, 420 
xii, 223, 353 ; xviii, 200, 201 
contracts with Banks brothers, iii, 168, 388, 412 
452; iv, 74, 288, 349; v, 7, 34, 47; xiii, 318 
xvi, 421; xviii, 302, 479; xix, 324 
the supreme court reports ; reform necessary, 
viii, 241 
remarks and criticisms. ..i, 94, 98, 313; ii, 59, 420 
viii, 1, 94, 128; ix, 37, 300; x, 114, 160, 240 
xii, 63, 66 
council of law reporting. .ix, 230; xi, 53, 54; 
supreme court reporter’s bill.xi, 70, 86, 134, 
149, 230; action of bar association, xi, 261 ; 
further items, xi, 278, 341, 357, 368, 370, 
386 ; xiii, 373; xv, 359, 379 
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New York — continued. 
bill introduced to punish counselors betrayi ing 
secrets of clients 
proposed legislative inquiry into conduct of 
profession. 
need of law library 
practice of causing delay by appeals 
condition of crime in New York i 
remarks of Judge Bedford on corrupt lawyers, 
iii, 
Ludlow street jail iii, 370; iv, 232, 
the riot of 1871; right of societies to parade 
streets 
the committee of seventy’s new charter... 
the injunction case of Foley v. Board of Su- 
POPOMBOTE 2. ccccccsces coccces iv, i on 
judicial salaries in New York city... 
extortion by court officials 
course of treasury officials criticised 
legislation as to judges’ salaries, etc 


bill to enlarge jurisdiction of city courts...v, 

illegality of court of special sessions; paar 
jail delivery 

history of the court of common pleas. ... 

seizure of portraits of ex-governors on execu- 
tion against city. 

number of murderers waiting trial. vi, 285; vii, 

adhe SP yn. SCIELO vi, 

delay in New York courts 

proceedings to remove corporation counsel. xi, 

report of comptroller xi 

as to codification of city statutes. xi, 227, 307, 

city judges too numerous; proceedings of “4 

association 

the police justices’ bill 

removal of corporation counsel 

scene in court; abuse of absent judge ~ 


proposed consolidation of courts 

instances of judicial ignorance 

bill to limit allowance for counsel fees. xiii, 

refusal of justices of marine court to recog- 
nize new judge -xiii, 

belligerent letter of one member of bar to an- 


attorney fined for misconduct 
disappearance of ex-mayor Hall... 
case of obituary published of living lawyer.xv, 
bill for abolition of marine court......... xv, 
commission to revise laws....... ... « SY; 
attempt of police board to put down “shys- 
tering” i 
the rapid transit railroad cases 
great amount of litigation in New York. .xvi, 
trial of charges against police justice . xvi, 341, 
bill prohibiting city officers from acting as 
referee, etc -Xvii, 
alleged delinquency of Kings county district 
attorney in not procuring indictment. . xvii, 
amount of work of New York city judges, 
xviii, 174, 199, 200, 
proceedings against officers; the fee system; 
action of bar association. xviii, 241, 501 ; xix, 
21, 41, 225; xx, 
volume of legal business iii 
complaint against police............. -.-Xix, 
arrears in city Courts. .........0s.ccccees XX, 
removal of police commissioner Nichols.. .xx 


New Zealand, 
practice prevalent of appointing laymen to 
Noh 5 ds adn seahecdue. chiaded xiii, 
the bar slighted in appointments 
loss of written judgments of highest court, 
XV, 
Newspapers; see also, legal journals. 
as to libels by, see also, libel and slander. 


PAGE, 


296 


iv, 3 


Newspapers — continued. 
newspaper contempts of court; law reviewed, 
iii, 1; iv, 

libelous prints iii 
comments on pending cases avoided by Eng- 
MS AD cdc chacecccteressacinede ili, 
improper attempts to influence ene ~ pro- 


the press and the bench 
Illinois legislation as to newspaper contempts, 
vii, 
the newspapers and the legal profession. .ix, 
New York bill to compel editors to admit re- 
ply to criticisms 
district of Columbia press-gag law ; 
xi, 118, 138, 134, 
newspapers and judges; recent attacks on 
the judiciary i 
what criticism of book is legitimate 
reporting of judicial matters by the dailies, 
xii, 146; xiii, 186,407; xv, 54, 482, xvi, 21, 
Xviii, 
the bench and the newspapers xii, 
newspaper law of libel......... xix, 188, 208, 
contracts for subscriptions and advertising ; 
law reviewed 
right to comment on guilt of accused.... Xx, 
items: case of editor found guilty for act of 
sub-editor, ii, 180; case of heavy damages in 
libel suit, iii, 160; libel suit between rival 
newspapers in England, iv, 212; deficiency 
of American press in reporting law cases, 
iv, 311, facetious reporting of law cases, 
v, 331, case of editor sentenced to peni- 
tentiary for libel on judge, v, 340; Swiss 
editors compelled to reveal name of writer 
of article, vi, 296; damages against news- 
paper for calling lawyer “ shyster,” ix, 310; 
damages against Chicago Times for libel 
on lady, xi, 276; suit against Springfield 
Republican, xi, 292; editor mulcted for 
accidentally imputing bankruptcy 
North Carolina, 
impeachment of governor Holden 
indictment of federal revenue officials 
state courts 
politics of state supreme court 
trial of federal deputy-marshals for assault, 
xviii, 


in 


2 | Notaries, 





act of congress as to notaries — xiv, 
too indiscriminately appointed... -Xiv, 
examined for office in Ontario.. XV, 


veto of New York bill for additional appoint. 


bill constituting all attorneys notaries re- 
jected in New York. xix, 101, 
misconduct and incapacity of notaries. ...xx, 
Notes; see negotiable instruments. 
Notices; see legal notices. 
Nova Scotia, 
invalidity of official acts for want of proper 
seal xv, 154, 
Nuisance; see also, real property. 
humorous phases of law of...... ......... ii, 
the nuisance of brick-burning ........ 
passage in legal — of liberty poles.. xii, 
noise as a nuisance. ...xii, 178; xiv, 187; xv, 
xvi, 
Oath; see witnesses. 
Obituary Notices; see persona: and local. 
Obscene Publications, 
act pending to suppress, in district of Colum- 


arraignment for circulating 
— literature ; remarks and correspond 
- xii, 37, 95. 


Seotieeah. Besant trial. . . Xvi, 220; xvii. 


PAGE, 


494 
470 
, 860 
363 


68 
181 


270 

1 
298 
228 


248 
42 


245 
21 


112 
178 








GENERAL INDEX. 


39 





Obscene Publications — continued. PAGE. 
bill to repeal present federal law xvii, 437 
Bennett’s conviction for mailing obscene mat- 

xix, 385, 386, 423, 466, 485 
Office and Officers, 
connected topics : elections ; judges and courts ; 
civil service. 
the fee-systeim ; its evils.. -iv, 328, 351 
officers de facto Sam ion hon ali hteiellp < tng Sl viii, 321 
sheriffs, clerks and court-criers ; their duties, 
viii, 398 
when is a sheriff entitled to poundage ....x, 197 
New York bill extending the remedy by at- 
tachment to cases of official fraud 
constitutional tenure of office ; notice of arti- 
cle on 
election of layman as county attorney in 
Minnesota 
religious qualification for office ; 
defeated in New Hampshire 
criticisms on secretary of state for appearing 
as counsel 
the liability of public treasurers. i 
case of holding two offices in New York.xvii, 


business in advance of court 

lawyers proscribed for defense of murderer, vi, 

judicial reform proposed.............. . Vii, 

law courts in; a Canadian account i 

proposed new constitution 

case of offending practitioners disciplined by 
bar 

expiration of supreme court commission in, 


Ordeal; trial by 
Pardons, 
connected topics. prisons 
crime ; criminal law. 
us3 of pardoning power; wrongful convic- 
eer ere ad 0eee “ 
pardoning criminals..... 
governor Marcy’s use of the pardoning power, 


and convicts ; 


life sentences and pardons 
the pardoning power ; commission a. 
vii, 210; 
the new law of murder and the pardoning 
power in New York 
pardons and commutations in New York, xi, 


order of United States attorney-general _ 
cerning. 
conviction of innocent persons; the Galley 
case in England xx, 122, 220, 
abuse of pardoning power in New York. ..xx 
statistics concerning 
Parent and Child; see infancy ; seduction. 
Partition by remaindermen in New York.... 
Partnership, 
good faith in partnerships 
use of the term, ‘‘ & Co.” under New York 
law 
extinguishment of firm debt by taking nad 
from one partner a 
notice of pamphlet on law of limited partner- 
ship ii 
retiring partners; 
creditors ... 
law of good-will ; 
Patents, 
as to patent-right notes, see negotiable instru- 
ments. 
the new patent law 
roposed changes in British law 
nglish account of American patent fnaiie: 
tion 
the new patent law of Canada 


- xiii, 


use of firm name. 





Patents — continued. PAGE. 
resolutions of patent congress at Vienna.viii, 211 
the new patent and trade-mark act 
licenses under an invalid patent 410 
discussions at Bremen congress 306 
jurisdiction of equity in actions for infringe- 

ment; patenting a process 99 

state interference with patent-rights.....xvi, 360 

ix, 142 

501 


826 


patents issued to two or more persons. -xviii, 
movement to amend laws 
patent-rights often oppressively enforced, xix, 
definition of novelty 
Payment, 
application of over-payments on debt due by 
installments..... ........ vii, 96, 112, 128, 
connected topics: accord and satisfaction 3 
receipt ; money and legal tender. 
as to extension of payment, see usury ; sureties; 
mortgage; asto payment of unlawful tax, 
see taration. 
Pennsylvania, 
_ for increase of judiciary in ease ft 
phia 
the alleged ‘ Evans’ frauds......iv, 147, ié9’ 
a corporation-governed state. shitmeenntle & 
over litigation prevalent in trifling cases. 
holding of constitutional convention 
proposal to make members of legislature 
swear to fidelity at close of sessiou....viii, 22 
new constitution proposed i 375 
statutes prohibiting citations of foreign de- 
cisions - xi, 806, 322, 338 
the “ Molly Maguires ”. 
case of refusal to hear criminal appeal on de. 
fective papers v, 218 
centennial exhibition: question of liability of 
goods to seizure, xi, 183; dispute with gov- 
ernment as to surplus receipts 
stay law passed 
as to Pittsburg strike-riots, see mobs and riots. 
a of state officers to testify before grand 
ury . Xvi, 270, 325, 356 
Philadelphia judgesask relief from powers of ‘ 


political appointment....... - -Xvii, 
Ai, 67; xviii, 482 


Pensions, 
remarks on new pension law.. 
laws as to attorney's charges... .v, 42; xviii, 482 
legislation proposed to protect claimants, xviii, 341 
0 | Perjury; see witnesses. 
Personal and Local and other special topics, in- 
cluding obituary notices, trials, etc. ; see 
other trials under murder and homicide and 
wills ; also under local titles or those of 
special subjects. 
for other biographical matter, see judges and 
courts; bar ; Great Britain; New York, ete. 
Albany and Susquehanna litigation, i, 36 ; iii, 330 
vi, 281, 327; see Hrie. 
Akerman, / nos T., U.S. uttorney-general.i, 491 
519, 520; ii, 10; iii, 127, 168, 208; iv, 68 
Allen, Cornelius Lansing ; obit. notice. .xviii, 280 
chief justice Sandwich Islands.......vii, 37 
Allen, William F. ; obit. notice, xvii, 437, 455, 456 
Anneke Jans litigation, xvi, 61, 174, 341; xix, 426 
446 


-xii, 316 
convicted of unlawful 

viii, 4,47; x, 33 

xi, 179; ix, 

Archibald, Thomas Dickson ; obit. notice. xiv, 

Austin, Charles; obit. notice and items, xi, 79, 


Babcock trial in St. Louis. . 

Baker, Edward D.; obit. notice 

Baker, Valentine, Col. ; ; case of indecent as- 
sault. . RD FO xii, 128, 132 


Anthon, William Henry ; obit. notice... 
Anthony, Susan B. ; 
voting; bill to pay her fine... 
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Personal and Local — continued. 


PAGE: 

Balch, Thomas; obit. notice. -XV, 276 

Balcom, Ransom ; obit. notice. 40 
Ballantine, Sergeant, his defense of Indian 

xi, 118, 280, 244, 292 
Barkeloo, Lemma ; obit. notice . 
Barnard, Geo. P., judge; iv, 123, 134, 212; 
impeached, v, 300, 315, 318, 331, 352, 417; 
vi, 27, 67, 79, 93, 106, 121, 124, 130; reasons 

for his long impunity 

Baxter, John, appointed federal circuit judge, 
xvi, 

trial of , 110 


Bayard, colonel ; 
ii, 348 


Beardsley, Samuel; biographical article... 
Beecher trials, x, 161, 225, 399; xi, 137, 138 
xii, 1, 4, 20, 62, 78; xiii, 320, 297; xx, 101 
Moulton-Beecher case, xiii, 155 ; xiv, 238, 252, 333 
xv, 402 
Tilton-Beecher case,xi, 95,99, 104, 150, 211, 242 
248, 314, 402 
Benjamin, Judah P......vi, 109; xiv, 16; xv, 235 
Bergh, M., and the society for the prevention 
of cruelty to animals xi, 246 8327 
Bernhardt, Sarah, liable for unlicensed acting, 
xx, 
Bigelow, George T., late chief justice of 
Massachusetts; obituary notices, etc., xvii, 316 
xix, 106 
Binghamton inebriate asylum; litigetion 
concerning i 
Binney, Horace, 
notice, etc 
Binney, Horace, 
Blake, William 
Blatchford, judge, 
cuit bench 


of Philadelphia ; obituary 
xii, 125, 143; ~ 258 
jr.; obituary notice , 119 
ume; obituary notice. ii, 421 
iii, 251 ; appointed to cir- 
xvii, 138 


Blodgett, federal judge; charges against him, 


xix, 102, 121, 186 
Bockes, judge, of New York, xii, 129, 154; xx, 500 
Boies, William ; obit. notice 
Boorn murder trial in Vermont in 1819. . viii, 227 
Bovill, late chief justice, English common 
pleas ; his reputation viii, 310 
Bowman, John; bo convicted for "killing 
playmate in New York in 1812.. -xvi, 439 
Bowse, baron; anecdote of.......... -xvi, 92 
Bradley disbarment case in "Washington, i , 412 
v, 245; vi, 283; x. 224 
Bradley, Jos. P.; appointed to U. 8. supreme 
bench i, , , 2384 
Brady, James T.; obit. notice, biographical 
items, etc., i, 137; ii, 266, 342, 383, 422; xiii, 123 
Bravo case of mysterious death in England, 
xiv, 31,190 241 
Breckenridge, John C. ; obit. notice i, 339 
Breese, Sidney, of Illinois, obit. notice, xviii,1, 20 
Brimont, baron, case of, in New York....vii, 133 
de Brinvilliers, marchioness ; her trial in 1673, 
iii, 445 
Bristow, Benjamin H., ii, 309 ; proposed for 
supreme bench 193 
Britton, district attorney; his removal.. 170 
Brooklyn bridge case. 
Brougham, lord ; sketch of, xii, 372, 
niscences of 
Brown, David Paul; obit. notice 
Brown, Henry B.; judge ; notice of 
Brown, William C.; obit. notice 
Bruce, Knight, his waggery on bench.. 
Bryant, Wm. Cullen, and the Bloss case, vii, 
x, 
Buckhurst Carony case 
Busteed, judge; charges against him; his 
resi 
Butt, Isaac, notice of, vi, 359 ; obit. notice, xix, 
Byrne, Harry, of California ; anecdote of. xi, 
Cadwalader, John ; obit. notice 
Cairns, lord ; sketch of, vi, 358; xi, 341; xx, 








Personal and Local — continued. 


Caperton, Allen Taylor; obit. notice 
Cardozo impeachment. . i; 
Chapman, chief justice of Massachusetts; obit. 


Chase, Salmon P.; trial of Jefferson Davis, ii, 
233; ‘anecdote, iii, 178; biographical article, vii, 
307, 319; his course in the legal tender cases, 
etc., viii, 163; his home life, viii, 258; his 
judicial record, viii, 260; Mr. Evarts’ eulogy, 

X, 21; letter concerning legal tender decis- 
ion, x, 96; items, ix, 132, xii 

Chelmsford, MOOG . ...0000c000 SU, OGL s Sig, 

Chitty, Thomas ; obit. notice ii 

Choate, Rufus; notes from his diary, iii, 221 
sketch of : vi, 101 
Judge Nelson’s essay on, xv, 17, 20, 88, 96, 

130, 200, 304, 864, 400 ; xvi,309, 312; xvii, 
465, 180, 304; xviii, 441, 447, 506; rela- 
tions to Webster, xix,19; other items, i, 
515; iii, 221; xiv, 144, 160,175, 277, 236; 

xvi, 4,163; xix 

Christian, lord justice ; items concerning, xvi, 

Christiancy, senator and judge; notice of, xi, 

Church, chief judge; declines to be Tam- 
—— sachem, vi, 100 ; an attempt to ident- 

him with canal ring 

ais ord, John H., ex-governor of Massachu- 
setts; obit. notice 31 

Cobbett, William, obit. notice of ii, 88 

Cockburn, Sir Alexander; sketched... i, 336 

Coke, lord xii, 276; xiii, 437 

Cole, Iowa judge; his attack on judge Dillon; 
proceedings to disbar him -.+-Xix, 445 

Coleridge, Sir John D., vi, 359; viii, 310, = > = 

5 

Coleridge, Sir John Taylor; obit. and bio. 
graphical notices xiii, 202; xiv, 26, 

Collyer, John ; obit. notice ii 

Conkling, senator; his defense of his course 
in railroad case 

Copp, Amasa; obit. notice 

Cory, Giles ; his trial for witchcraft 

Cowen, judge 

Cowper, Spencer ; 
for murd 

Crease, justice of British Columbia, anecdote 

of i, 895 
Credit Mobilier iii, 162 
Cremieux, M.; French advocate, encelshe of, 

xvi, 65 

Cronin, Eugene Augustus ; obit. notice. . xviii, 360 

Curtis, Benjamin R...i, 304 ; s, 206, 224, 272, 288 
xx, 324, 

Curtis, judge of New York marine court, im- 
peached ..v, 393; vi, 184, 365, 380; vii, 37, 54 

Cushing, Caleb ; obit., etc xix, 21, 39,40, 60 

Cutting, Francis Brockholst; obit. notice, ii, 19, 424 

Dana, Richard H.; obit. notice 

Dana, Richard H., jr.; nomination as minis- 
ter to England 

Danforth, Geo. F.; elected to bench of court of 
appeals xviii, 361 

Davis, judge New York supreme court ; his 
course in the Phelps-Dodge case i 

see Tweed. 

Davis, senator and late judge ...xv, 85, 151, 218 

Delahay, federal judge; charges. against...v, 340 

vi, 376; vii, 148 

Delaware & Hudson Canal litigation. 

Denio, Hiram, judge ; obit. notice 

Denman, George ; appointed to English com: 
mon pleas bench 

Depeyre, M.; new French minister of justice, 

viii, 

De Tourville trial; criticisms of Von Holtzen- 


Mibaeetedinissees 


English judge; his trial 
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Personal and Local — continued. PAGE. 


Dillon, judge ; retires from lowa bench... .i, 

39 ; charges against him, xvi, 94, 126, 142, 

172, 212, 289 ; xix, 21,445; resigns federal 

judgeship, xix, 405, 445; his career, xx, 520; 
WES < occ cs cn nces ddoeseaes xv, 260; xix, 524 
Doolittle, Charles H.; obit. notice ...... ix, 367 
Drake, senator ; ; proposed for supreme bench, i, 136 

Dudley, John; anciently judgein New Hamp- 
£5 bo an ita a ad tanned. eon i, 283 
Dupin, M.; French lawyer........ . xiii, 390 
Durell, judge of Louisiana; impeached, viii, 416 
ix, 68, 388, 422 

Duvall, federal district judge; charges against, 


i, 491 

Edmonds, John Worth ; obit. notice. ....ix, 244 
Edwards, Isaac ; obit. notice............ xix, 264 
Edwards, Samuel L.; obit. notice........ xv, 360 
aa aT 100 
Ellenborough, lord; sketch of ............ 22 
Emma mine litigation, xiv, 418; xv, 342, ” 344 
xvii, 178 


Erie litigation and various connected matters, 
i, 13, 86, 55, 186; iii, 29, 127, 146, 158,179, 206 
217, 238, 830; iv, 106; v, 182, 193, 392; vi, 327 
395 ; vii, 227, 260, 340 

see also, Field, D. D. ; Albany and Sus- 


quehanna. 
Erskine, lord; sketch of ...........ese0e . 196 
IND + 50.56 ccctarceeeeasbessxaas , 438 
Erskine, Harry, brother of Thomas ; his 
OU sc tkdehsd odes een weseeehexeeduel xi, 131 
Este, David Kirkpatrick, judge; obituary no- 
EN ci cis mrkcaceh ba eis /64caekae ae oe xiii, 258 
Bvarte, William M......... 00. ix, rid iii, 461 
Ewing, Thomas ; obituary notice......... y, 260 
Felton, John B., "of California; his large > 
MNS ick da Bonin 646-4508 bce oe es eee xv, 459 
Ferry, O. S., senator from Connecticut ; obit. 
MED tc Achevaksehikevdeanentueee cos xii, 282 
Field, Alexander P.; obit. notice........ xiv, 171 


Field, David Dudley ; attacks on his profes- 
sional conduct, iii, 276, 335 ; vi, 281 ; vii, 165, 83 
see also, Hrie ; Tweed. 

Field, justice of U. S. supreme court ; his lan- 
guage ina railroad case....... xx, se 381 
charges against ............cccceccess 412 

Field, Richard Stockton ; obituary notice. 7 441 

Fisher, 8. S., commissioner of eihe obit. 

ace aed eh aes uats samnesaae x, 117 

Fisk and Gould cases, see Hrie. 

Fitzgibbon, Gerald, Q. C.; appointed to Irish 

CS at dis asl wal edcanly ahmethe toler ee el xviii, 500 

Foote, Samuel A.; obit. notice.... xvii, 396, 516 

Foster, Dr., of Germany ; obit. notice...xviili, 200 

Gaines, Myra Clark ; personal items and con- 

cerning litigation. i, 79, 286, 484 ; iv, 336 ; ix, 132 
148, 196 ; xi, 212 ; xv, 821; xvi, 21, 440 ; xvii, 358 
Galley, Edmund ; his wrongful conviction 


ION 66903 5. 05:d-e 000008 xx, 122, 220, 300 
Gambetta, French statesmen ; his legal career, 
xix, 120 
Garvin, Samuel B.; obit. notice........ xviii, 20 
George, James Z., of Mississippi; sketch ae ii, 210 
Gerard, James W.; his life, etc .......... i, 358 
Giffard, lord justice Dc ccceastiwespeenseens 7 99 
Glasgow bank case...... xviii, 421, 442; xix, 141 
Gould-Gordon case; Aberdeen title and 

OO OR ere a nee v, 829 
Grant, ‘‘ baron” Albert; his case in England, 

DU tits ctihapeheek eee eenaen xiv, 482; xv, 510 
Graham, John Lorimer ; obit. notice...... xiv, 78 
Gray, Massachusetts chief justice, viii, 148; ix, 283 
Green, Henry W.; obit. notice........... xv, 15 
Green, N. St. John ; obit. notice......... xiv, 236 
Grevy, new president of France ; his legal 

DE, 50 chases cekeieseds ebsaveeane xix, 120 





Personal and Local — continued. PAGE. 
Grier, Robert Cooper, obit. notice, etc., ii, 252, 294 

i, 13 

Groesbeck, W. S., of Cincinnati......... iv, 363 
Grover, Martin, judge, obit. notice, etc...xii, 141 

, 219 


Hall, mayor; his trial, v,170, 197 ; vi, 334; vii, 16 
Hall, Nathan K., judge of U.S. district court; 


LOMUED..- ...05 <ddbunnscesaceinel ix, 163 
Hall, Willard, judge, of Delaware; obit. no- 
WES bss- sarc nsaewaieea ts Seeenemes xi, 
Hand, Augustus C.; obit. notice........ xvii, 215 
Harcourt, Vernon ; notice of, vi, 359; ap- 
pointed solicitor-general.............. viii, 825 
Harlan, John M., appointed judge supreme 
ORS Seer hoes eee xvi, 251, 402, 422 
Harris, Ira; obit. notice, ......cccseceees xii, 382 
Hatherly, lord; his resignation as lord chan- 
WINS <ckee's vcnn’, ctbekeetees vi, 138, 239, 257 
Hawkins, justice ; threatening letter to. xvi, 140 
po  Weeprerreret errr erry xvi, 308 


see Penge trial. 
Herring, Elbert, of New York, said to be the 
oldest lawyer in the world....xi, 229 ; xv, 235 


Hilliard, Francis; obit. notice.......... xviii, 318 
Hillard, George 8., of Massachusetts ; obit. 
REO Pee xix, 100 
Hinman, Joel, chief justice of Connecticut 
“ap GAGS gap Bern i, 174, 180 
Hoar, E. R., U.S. attorney-general, i, 18, 189, 234 
491 
Hoffman, Murray ; obit. notice...... ... xvii, 376 
Hogeboom, Henry, justice of N. Y. supreme 
court; obit. notice, etc............. vi, 216, 293 
Holt, lord chief justice ; biog. article.... .iii, 325 
Honyman, Sir George ; judge of English com- 
mon pleas; obit. notice... ........... xii, 256 
Howe, John H., ex-chief justice of Wyoming ; 
MMM onc creas cccceadee Gt vii, 279 
Fiubett, Mian, death Of... ....0.ccccccceees xv, 276 
Hunt, judge ; address of commission of ap- 
peals, vii, 31; his illness.............. xix, 21 


James, Edwin ; deposed English barrister ; 
attempt to obtain readmission, etc, vii, 95, 


+ Fe ee ere x, 126 
James, Henry, Q. C., appointed solicitor-gen- 

WOE, inc garcs 4% +045 35 Oe viii, 336 
Jeffreys, judge ; anecdote of............ xvi, 288 
Jenks, Grenville T.; obit. notice, etc...ii, 139, pao 
Johannes, OS FOL OED xi, 99; zvi, 250 
Johnson, Alexander 8. , judge; sketch of, xii, 272 

ee RR Or er? xvii, 116 


Johnson, Reverdy ; obit. notice, xiii, 187, 124, 185 
Johnson, Thomas A,, justice of New York 
supreme court ; obit: notice........ ... vi, 399 
Kelley, Alfred; reminiscences of......... xii, 31 
Kenealy, Dr., Eng lish barrister; his disbar- 
ment, etc., ix, 366 ; x, 373, 384: xi, 118; xv, 73 


280 
see also Tichborne case. 
Kent, Edward ; obit. notice. . .......... , 419 
Kent, James, chancellor ; ; sketch of his career, 
xiii, 206; letter WR ks dass tcdaesar sane vi, 41 


Kenyon, lord ; biographical articles, etc., i, 445 
viii, 152; ix, 196 
Keogh, judge, and the Galway election case, 


vi, 29 
Kerr, Michael C.; obit. notice.... ... -xiv, 154 
Lafarge trial in France in 1840............ iii, 445 


Lange-Benedict ; case of judge sued for erro- 
neous sentence, ix, 102, 131, 150, 154, 176 
xi, 18, 40; xii, 81 


Lansing, Robert; obit. notice.......... xviii, 299 

Leech, William A., of Philadelphia ; obituary 
SL 4 6068s basen Maagennetdeisha bens ii, 99 
Lieber, Francis ; obit. notice.............. vi, 263 
Lincoln, Abraham; anecdotes, etc., of, iii, 9; vi, 816 
343; xiii, 421 
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Personal and Local — continued. 


PAGE. 
Livingston, Edward; his penal code. .ix, 235, 284 
Lock wood, Rufus A.; biographical article, i, 465 
Lott, John A.; obit. notice 79 
Loughborough, lord; sketch of 4 

Lowell, , Judge; appointed to federal circuit 
benc xviii, 421, 501 
363 


100 
, 116 


355 
824 
19 


, 442 
365 


ta Walter H.; obit. notice 

Lushin, ton, Dr.; obit. notice 

Maine, Henry §., sir; sketch of 

Mann, defaulting county treasurer; case of.. 

Mansfield, lord; anecdote of. ........... xi, 
sketch of his life , i 

Marie, M. Alexandre; obit. notice 

em, John, chief justice; sketch of his 
ife 


xiv, 
de- 
ii, 272 
256 


Mason, Jeremiah, of New Hampshire ; 
scribed 
Maxwell, Henry D.; obit. notice 
May, George Augustus C hichester; appointed 
lord chief justice of Ireland. xv, 
McCabe case and the Bloomingdale asylum, vi, 
McCoun, William T.; obit. notice ..xviii, 61, 
McCann, John H. , judge ; impeached, v, ’319, 
347, 393, 396, 410 ; vi, 6, 14, 35, 
McKean, James B., chief justice of Utah.. .i, 
obit. notice 
McMahon, John Van Lear ; obit. notice. . .iii, 
Mellish, sergeant; appointed lord justice in 
English court of appeals........... ii, 90 
obit. notice 40 
Mellor, justice ; reti ae 
Mercer, Dr.; eccentric will-maker ......... x, 197 
Metcalf, Theron, judge ; obit. notice 335 
Miller, Theodore, judge; biographical notice, 
» 255 
101 
119 


108 
300 


440 


172 
183 

7 
346 
107 
434 

39 


Miller, justice; his address to Iowa bar, xx, 25, 
Moncrieff, James; obit. notice............. i, 
Monell, Claudius L., chief justice; obit. no- 
tice 
Morgan, Christopher kb Sehecebesies vegas xv, 
Morrissey, John; example of public law- 
Re LRP RPE GREE . xvii, 
Morton, Oliver P.; obit. notice......xvi, 336, 
Moses, Franklin Israel ; obit. notice 
Moulton-Beecher case ; see Beecher. 
Neilson, judge ; his conduct of Beecher trial, 
xii, 
Nelson, Samuel, judge ; his career, iii, 146; 
his retirement from supreme bench, vi, 301, 
381, 400 ; tributes to him, vii, 24, 52, 7 * 
viii, 200 ; his death, notices, etc. . viii, 387, 
Nicholson, 0. vs Tennessee chief justice; obit. 
notice. 
Norton, Edward, judge of California; obit. 
ater tee halle eae ets vy, 
O’Conor, Charles ; 3 defends constitutional 
amendments, xi, 2; charges against him as to 
Forrest divorce case, xiii, 259, 279,299, 319, 392 
440 
see Tweed. 
Olin, his retirement from 
iii, 41 
, 800 
78 
337 


141 


obit. oer 
Paine, Byron ; obit. pa. iii 
Palmer, sir Roundell . 499 ; vi, 285, 312, 
Parker, Joel, former chiet justice of New 
Hampshire ; obit. notice 
Parker, John M., judge ; his death, resolu- 
viii, 388 ; ix, 38 
Parsons, chief justice; biographical article,xiii, 54 
Paschall, George W.; obit. notice. ..xvii, 156, 216 
Pearson, Richard Mumford; obit. notice, xvii, 60 
Peckham, Rufus W., judge of court of appeals; 
his life and character; resolutions of bar, 
etc., viii, 358, 368, 376, 390; x, 368; xi, 116, 132 
Perkins, Jonathan U.; obit. notice xvi, 489 





Personal and Local — continued. 
Phillips, Wendell, on legal abuses.. 
Pierrepont, attorney-general; appointment of, 


Pinkney, William; his alleged quarrel with 
Webster, xvi, 457; xvii, 24, 115; xx, 
260, 300; biogra hical sketch ii 

Pollock, sir Frederick; obituary notice, ii, 


anecdote 
Porter, Wm. A , chief justice Chicago superior 
court; obit. notice viii 
Prentiss, Sargeant S.; biographical article, ii, 


Prindle impeachment trial, v, 319, 396; vi, 7, 

184, 365; ms 23, 
Proffatt, John; obit. notice. x, 80, 
Quain, justice; his bequest for ‘Tegal ‘educa. 

tion 

Radcliffe’s trial for high treason, in 1746. ...i, 
Raleigh’s trial for treason in 1603... ae 8 
Rawson, George W.; obit. notice. . xvi, 
Redfield, Isaac F.; obit. notice iii 
Restell, Madam; notorious abortionist; case 


of 
Reynolds, John H.; obit. notice 
Riker, Richard, recorder of New York; sketch 


of 
Robertson, chief justice of Kentucky; his will, 
ix, 
Robinson, Hamilton W.; obit. notice... ..xix, 
Robinson murder case in New York in 1855, 
ii, 
Romeyn, Jeremiah; obit. notice.......... iii, 
Romilly, lord; master of the rolls; his retire. 
ment 
Romilly, Sir Sarauel; sketch of..........xiii 
Rose, Sir George; anecdotes of........ , 
Rosekrans, Enoch H.; his resignation, iv, 249, 
266; v, 74; obit.notice 
Runyon, "Theodore, of New Jersey ; 
for chancellor 
Scarlett, lord Abinger; sketch of,.. ‘ 
Seward, William H.; biographical article, ‘vi, 
Shepley, George F. , federal circuit judge, of 
Maine; obit. notice ccc SO Ol, 
Sherman, Charles T., Ohio federal judge; his 
resignation, etc.; vii, 213, 304; viii, 
877; obit. notice. 
Shipman, Conn. district judge; resignation on 
account of small salary ii 
Sidney, Algernon; trial of 
Smalley, David A.; obit. notice. 
Smith, E. Darwin; retirement from bench, xy, 
Smith, F. 0. J., of Portland ; his bequest for 
a law library 
Smith, John William; biographical article on, 
vi, 


Cc andidate 


Smith, Sidney, as a justice 
di Solerano, Paolo Frederigo Sclopis ; vere" 
arbitrator; obit. notice 

Spencer, John C., of New York; his jite and 
character i, 205, 292, 391, 

Sprague, Peleg, of Maine; notice of.. 

Stanton, Edwin M.; obit. notice 

Stephen, sir James Fitzjames ; notice of, xix, 

Stephens, Alexander H.; his appearance 
described 

Story, Joseph ; biographical article 

or William W., son of Joseph ; mention 

mL, William, of Pennsylvania ; ice 
to supreme bench 117, 197, 

Stuart, sir John, English judge ; obit, notice, 


, 287 


154 


xiv, 364 


Sugden, Edward B., lord St. Leonards; obit. 
notice, xi, 147, 148 ; disappearance of his 


xi, 212, 230 ; xii, 386; xiii, 202 
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Personal and Local — continued. 
Sumner, Charles ; items concerning, ix, 231, 
264; xvi, 386; his life, etc. .xvi, 380; xvii, 
Surratt case; statement of judge Holt, viii, 163, 

Surratt, John H., capture of 

Tailer, Henry A.; obit. notice xvii, 

T ailhaud, M.; new French minister of jus- 

$. 

Taney, chief justice ; biographical articles, 
vii, 2; viii, 38; items...... iii, 127; vi, 16, 

Thesiger, Frederick, lord Chelmsford ; ap- 
pointment to bench, xvi, 395; obit. notice, 

xviii, 

Thomas, Benjamin F.; obit. notice iii 

Thompson, Isaac Grant; obit. notices... xx, 
and Law Journal Supplement. 

Thompson, chief justice of Pennsylvania ; 
his rejection for re- rape and retirement 
from bench, vii, ; obit. notice 

Thompson, Joseph be obit. notice 

Thurlow, lord ; sketch of. xii, 

Tichborne case in England, iii, 429, 453, 470; v, 
274 ; vii, 101 ; viii, 104, 119, 134, 148, 274, 
ix, 31, 34, 120, 152, 169, 280, 389; x, 84; ~* 

Xx, 
see also, Kenealy. 

Tilden, governor ; his relations with the Terre 
Haute, Alton and St. Louis railroad... .xiii, 

Tilton-Beecher case; see Beecher. 

Tremain, Grenville ; obit. notice 

Tremain, Lyman ; obit. notice 

Trinity Church ; see Anneke "> 

Tweed cases, the ring suits, etc., iv, 234, 291, 
313, 351; vi, 46, 360, 414; vii, 85, 100; viii, 
357 ; ix, 34, 98; x, 180; xi, 198, 276 ; re- 
versal of judgment by court of appeals, xi, 
389, 390, 296 ; counsel fined for contempt, 
viii, 357 ; xi, 408; further proceedings, the 
O’Conor-Davis correspondence, etc., xii, 16, 
48, 49, 52, 56, 64, 65, 80, 81, 84, 94, 127, 131, 
132, 103, 143, 145, 161, 164, 170, 226, 305, 321, 
328, 385; xiii, 388, 50, 194, 396, 392, 408 ; 
capture of Tweed, his confession, etc., xiv, 
191,365; xv,38, 302, 501; xvi, 62; x vii,440; xx, 

Twiss, sir Travers; his resignation, attempt to 
blackmail him v, 240; vii, 

Tyler, Samuel ; obit. notice............. ” 

Udderzook trial in Pennsylvania 

Underwood, Joseph R., of Kentucky ; obit 


Van Brunt, Charles H.; appointed to bench of 
New York common pleas 

Vanderbilt will case in New York.. 
xvi, 341; xvii, 238; xviii, 280; xix, 166, 245, 

Vane ‘legitimacy case in England, es 

Van Vapgerow, Adolph Carl; biographica 
article 

Verplank, Gulian C., New York; biographt 
cal article iii, 

Wade, Benjamin Franklin, senator ; obituary 
notice 

Wallace, William J., of Syracuse ; — 
U.S. district judge 

Walworth, chancellor; 

xiv, 172, 

Warren, Edward J., obit. notice.......... xv, 

Warren, Samuel; English barrister and 
SS ESS e ere xi, 17; xvi, 92, 228, 353, 

Washburn, Emory, of Massachusetts ; his re- 
tirement, xiv, 80; obit. notice. .. XV, 

Washburn, Peter Thacher, governor ‘of Ver- 
mont ; obit. notice 

Webb, James Watson, minister to Brazil : 
alleged deficiency in his accounts 

Webster, Daniel; biographical article, xiii, 282, 
302 ; anecdotes and items, xiii, 298, 327, 454 ; 
xvi, 144 ; xvii, 24; xix, 444; xx, 400; alleged 
difference with Pinkney, see Pinkney. 


PAGE. 


80 
179 
191 
236 


16 


biographical] sketch, . 


Personal and Local — continued. 


Physicians ; 
Pleading and Practice; see also special titles of 





PAGE. 
Wells, John, judge Massachusetts supreme 
court ; obit. notice, xii, 366, 350; item. .xiii, 338 
Westbury, lord ; biographical notices, vi, 336; 
viii, 127; other items viii, 85; ix, 213 
_—— James; lord chief justice of Tre: 
and xiv, 380 
Wigtall Lewis T., ex-senator ; admitted to 
Baitimore bar 
Wilde, Richard Henry, of Georgia; discoverer 
of Dante’s portrait, etc 170 
Willes, justice ; his death. 
Williams, sir Edward Vaughan, Bagilsh 
judge and author; obit. notice 
Williams, George IL. ; attorney-general and 
nominee for chief justice of “United States, 
viii, 358, 888, 408 ; ix, 5, 21, 22, 36, 284, 
x, 357; ‘xi, 2 
Williams, Henry W.; obit. notice 
Wirt, William ; biographical articles. 


Welker, Martin; federal district judge for 
northern Ohio viii, 377 

Woodruff, Lewis B., federal circuit judge ; : 
obit. notice, etc xii, 191, 224 

Woodward, George W., ex-chief justice of 
Pennsylvania ; obit. notice xi, 324 


Personal rights ; see arrest ; citizenship and civil 


rights, ete. 


Photographs, 


their use in Rulloff’s case 

the legal relations of photography 

photographs in evidence. ........ viii, 52; x, 

use of photography in determining genuine- 
ness of signature 

in the Tichborne case 

in a Michigan case 

photographs as evidence 

taking prisoners’ photographs for rogues’ 


gallery 
see medical profession ; evidence. 


actions and procedure ; also, Illinois ; New 
York, and other local titles. 
connected topics; law reform; judges and 
courts ; criminal law, etc. 
affidavit of merits: New York practice .. .ii, 
xiii, 
humorous phases of pleading under the code, 


waiving tort and suing in assumpsit 
actions for money had and received, 
money paid i 72 
ancient fictions of pleading i, 817 
defense required in Michigan to open after 
plaintiff ’s opening i, 87 
secundum allegata et probata x, 83 
prolixity in pleading under code. .x, 99; xiii, 156 
the humorous in pleading 
Iowa practice of presenting briefs without 
argument 
form of verification under new code 
inconvenient former practice of were 
title of cause on appeal 
ne exeat abolishing new code 
slovenly preparation of briefs for pen om 
court. 
allegations necessary in New York in plead- 
ing breach of contract xv, 479 
progress of the system here and abroad. .xvi, 
Pennsylvania bill as to defaults 


Police ; see also, arrest and imprisonment. 


effect of rewards on police service 

evils of fee-system 

should be prohibited from conversing with 
accused as to crime 

police commissioners 

control of police officials 
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Practice — continued. PAGE. 
practice of arresting on request of foreign 
police i 
trial of London detectives for conspiracy, xvi, 

172, 
should not be allowed to receive rewards, xix, 
complaints of their recklessness in using 
clu i : -_ 
duty of assisting police 
assaults on, in the execution of their dune ; ; 
cases reviewed x, 
right to resist officer attempting een in- 
terference 
judicial powers of mounted police in Manitoba, 


_s 
Polygamy ; see Utah. 
Portugal, 
history of law in 
Post-office, 
own letters directed to fictitious ad- 


abclition of franking privilege urged 
postal telegraphs and savings banks 
defects in present postal laws vy, 
check to postal card system by neglect in 
legislation 
duty of postmasters to give receipts for copy- 
right matter 
property in letters ; law reviewed ..xiii, 411, 
right of sender to recall letter before delivery ; 
diversity of law in Europe 
claim of letter postage on newspaper marked 
RE PS « 0.65-5.0-0000ddesneands ce eee xix, 
Practice ; see pleading and pr -actice. 
Pregnancy, 
trying pregnancy in criminal case by female 
jurors 
Prescription ; see real property. 
Presidency ; see elections ; army. 
Press, the ; see newspapers. 
Priests ; see clergymen. 
Principal and agent ; see agency. 
Principal and surety ; see sureties. 
Prisons and convicts ; see also, crime ; criminal 
law ; arrest and imprisonment. 
cases of prisoners lying a long time in jail, i, 
provision for families of convicts advocated, ii, 
Ludlow street jail iii, 370; iv, 2382, 
convict’s right to “ credits” of time for poos 
conduct in Illinois 
treatment of criminals; prison management, 
v, 38, 
annual report of national prison association, v, 
duty of indemnifying the innocent; resolu- 
tions of prison congress ......... ost, 
New York prison association ; its work...vi, 
certainty of punishment ; New York bill as 
to convicts imprisoned for life o sh, 
report of visiting committee in New York on 
Jails and work-houses . .. i, 3 
prison reform in New York, xiv, 254, 270; xv, 1: 34 
report on prisons in Norway, etc 
progress of reform in prison systems. . /xviii, 261 
giving compensation to the unjustly accused, 
xix, 505 
discussion as to alleged neglect of prison offi- 
cials xx, 122, 239, 279 
Privilege ; of membersof the legislature, see legis- 
lature and legislation; of witnesses, see that 
title; as to privileged communications, see libel 
and slander ; bar. 
Probate, 
gleanings in probate and divorce courts of 
United Kingdom 
limitation claims against estates 
under New York act 


82 





PAGE. 
xiv, 293 


Probate — continued. 
curiosities of probate law 

see also, wills, 

Process ; see writ and process. 

Processions, 
connected topics: highway ; mobs and riots. 
parading streets on Sunday iv, 336, = 
party processions 
New York act a dead letter 
Orange procession in Montreal 

Prostitution, 
the licensing system 
St. Louis ordinance licensing houses of ill- 

phate ene Skee heen daca viii, 149 

Proximate and remote cause ; see damages ; rail 

roads ; negligence. 

Public lands, 
~~ ga of government timber in Missis- 

.xvii, 197 

Public ates ; ; see illegal contracts. 

Quo warranto; see elections. 

Railroads ; see also, carriers ; master and servant. 
railroad legislation ; general act needed...ii, 414 
running powers of companies and liability for 

negligence iii, 360 
release of claim for ‘damages ; difference be- 
tween receipt and sealed release iii, 499 
proper legislation to prevent collisions. . . .iv, 
bonding towns in aid of railways 
railway consolidation 
the railway problem 
registration of railroad bonds i 
general acts pending in Maine and Massachu- 
setts 
freight laws 
railroad legislation at Albany 
fires communicated by locomotives. . 
law as to palace or drawing-room cars. 
duty of company to provide for passengers 
injured 
regulations as to passengers 
controversy as to constitutionality of recent 
BOOED TRIIOIO 4.0. ois wn ocnrices soace vi, 
legislative regulation of railroad tariff. . 
legal incidents of a railway journey......vi, 
bill for regulation of railway tariffs defeated 
in congress vii, 
liability for safety of passengers entering or 
leaving cars vii, 114; ix, 196 
limitation of time for use of ticket vii, 133 
Coleman railroad case vi, 398 ; vii, 292 
case of receiver authorized to build railroad, 
viii, 104 
late decisions of the federal supreme court on 
railroad-aid bonds viii, 195, 
CO DIES io <i dh 0h 6h 0 cttnnsveses viii, 
regulation of railway tariffs by congress, ix 178, 
railway passage tickets 
the railway platform difficulty 
liability for unpunctuality 
what amounts to invitation to passengers to 
alight 72, 404 
English law as to negligence of railway wa 


Potter railroad law in Wisconsin 
railroad unpunctuality 
international railroad congress ; unifying law 
as to through freight , 
liability of railway companies for delay, xi, 58, 
special railroad legislation in New York.. .xi, 
rights of passengers in drawing-room cars, 
xi, 
granger legislation ii 
flagmen at railway crossings 
liability of railroad company for remote fires, 
xiii, 88; xviii, 
railway injuries ; medico-legal views ; danger 
of fraud xiii, 358 
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Railroads — Continued. 
duties of company as to punctuality 
repudiation of local debts for aid to railroads, 
xiv, 


unseen conditions on railroad tickets, etc., xiv, 233 


duty of precautions against accidents.....xv, 
strike of railroad engineers in Massachusetts ; 
penal legislation recommended 
as to the Pennsylvania strike-riots, see mobs 
and riots ; Pennsylvania. 
the granger cases 
legislation against strikes by railroad em- 
ployees xv, 198; xvi, 
Michigan act punishing conspiracies 
legislation proposed as to sleeping cars, 
New York penal act as to obstructing track, 


subscriptions to railroads ; effect of consolida- 
tion of companies ; law reviewed 

defective railroad-aid bonds 

penal legislation needed for criminal aan 
EIS he ree mr ry xviii, 

defeat of Massachusetts bill, requiring rail- 
roads to furnish free passes to legislature, 

xix, 

structure of elevated road, real estate... .xix, 

negligent conductor in Massachusetts con- 
victed of manslaughter xix, 345, 

English cases of large verdicts against com- 
panies for injuries xix, 364, 

Pacific railroad cases 

items: suit in Athens for failure of company 
to perform advertisement, xiv, 252; trials 
of negligent conductor for manslaughter, ii, 
100; collecting fares on street cars, from 
fa, v 71: standing, prohibited in Brook- 
lyn, v, 171; Maine bill to hang men “ doctor- 
ing’ ’ switches, ix, 93; Connecticut company 
enjoined from carrying members of legis- 
lature free, xi, 276; railroad passes to 
EEE ae arr see ‘ 

rights of passengers 

liability of companies in Russia for personal 


severity of Spanish laws toward railways in 
case of negligence 
Rape, 
items : historical origin of Sancho Panza’s 
judgment, xiii, 86; prosecution for, where 
parties married before trial 
Real Property, 
see also light; way; fixtures; nuisance ; 
partition ; landlord and tenant ; mills. 
connected topics: deeds; mortgages ; 
tration ; descent. 
damages as between vendor and purchaser, Ny 
as to trees standing on or near wong sar 
law of subterranean water .. ....... sili, 
law of artificial water-courses 
ractical location of division lines 
uture estates in lands 
when a remainder is contingent 
when a house is not a castle 
sic utere tuo ; remarks on the maxim.... 
deterioration of real estate after contract of 


regis- 


the eine eapnertettee to maintain eject- 
vii, 


nature of property in trees 
when a man’s house is his castle 
lateral and subjacent support of land, x, 276, 
306, 338 ; xix, 
accumulation of water; the doctrine of 
Hafan ¥. FIA... ccscscsccssess xi, 
measure of damages for breach of covenant 
to convey real estate xi, 


PAGE. 


xv, 154 


xv, 173, 217 


.. xv, 240 
..Xv, 241 


i, 361 


74 
142 
2 


158 


77 


51 
67 


301 


185 
825 


383 
507 


120 
, 108 
397 
480 
22 
161 


379 
32 


401 


24 

291 
486 
233 


Real Property — continued. 


Referees ; 


Religious Societies ; 
Removal of Caus 


Reports and Reporters ; 





280 


PAGE. 
contracts for sale of land 
right of surface owner to support from sub- 
jacent mines 
injury from collected water 204 
history of a title 258 
sales of growing trees and crops iii, 70 
incidental injuries from exercise of lawful 
rights ...-Xiv, 5% 
in what cases covenants run with the land, xv, 
support of ancient houses; prescription, xviii, 
merger of interests in real estate 
application of the principles of Fletcher v. 
Rylands 
expenses of transfer of land in England..xx, 1 
eine amendments of real property law in 
x, 38 


460 


182 


difference between receipt and sealed release, 


499 
see also, arbitration. 
their ‘fees ; abuses practiced 211 
system of references proposed by iingliah 
judicature commission. . ..........+..- i, 236 
reference system in New York.. i 
bill to regulate references in New York city, v, 245 
the reference system 
New York system historically rexiewed...ix, 161 
referees in New York; their fees, x, 256; xvi, 280 
342 ; xx, 121 
reference advocated as a means of relieving 
the bench xiv, 317 
proposal to appoint official referees in New 
York city xix, 101 


real 


Registration, 


connected topics: deeds; mortgages ; 
property. 
securing legal records from fire 
effect of mistakes in recording conveyances, 
x, 
mechanical contrivance to aid searches in 
registries 
Seward’s pamphlet on registration of written 
instruments xi, 291 
registration of deeds 117 
fraud favored in England by want of record- 
xvii, 41, 97 
searching titles in New York; reform needed; 
renewal of liens xviii, 299 
English methods of transferring titles. .xviii, 461 


Release, 


differences bet ween receipt and sealed release, 
iii, 
see churches. 


es, 
bill amending federal act of 1875 xviii, 461 
in case of insurance companies, see insurance. 


Replevin, 


claim and delivery; New York practice, ii, 239 
xX, 
jury in justices’ courts in replevin cases... .ii, 263 
see also, Great Britain ; 4 
New York; and other local titles ; also 
book-notices. 
council of reporters proposed 
the multiplicity of reports.............++- ii, 371 
number of American reports ii, 382 
designation of Massachusetts reports 
the duties and labors of reporters. . 222 
legal reporting and judicial legislation, iii, , 853, 367 
English council of law-reporting iii, 371 
American reports and reporters, iii, 451, 466, 490 
iv, 5, 24, 40; v, 359, 376, 389; vi, 4 
notes on southern decisions and reports...iv, 117 
criticisms on New Hampshire reports, v, 317 
vi, 
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Reports and Reporters — continued. 

a few words about many reports 

the “‘ American reports” reviewed 

official reporting of decisions 

practice of recording obituary resolutions in 
volumes of reports. viii, 128; = 

curiosities of the law reporters.... .ix, 2; x 

nomenclature of law reports 

great bulk of modern case-law 

system of law reporting for India. 

law reporting in England 

instanceof judicial contradiction in Illinois, xiii, 

nomenclature of indexes and digest 

English council of law reporting; its unsatis- 
factory results i 

state legislation as to publishing reports, xv, 

should contain synopsis of arguments... .xvi, 

reports of decisions ; their historical and crit- 
56d 0h sd once neneanne dss xviii, 

reform suggested in New York system, xviii, 

reporting dissenting opinions ; subject re- 


need of uniform system of indexing... xix, 
mode in use of citing acts of congress, “eriti- 
cised 
items: confused head-note in U. 8. reports, i, 
442; official stenographers, ii, 232; not em- 
ployed in England, xi, 404; list of American 
reports published in 1870, with cases doubt- 
ed, etc., iii, 193 ; poetical reports: Cowper’s 
remarks, v, 353: instance of over-long head- 
note, ix, 104; judge Story’s opinion as to 
duties of reporters, xi, 47; brief report of 
decisions in Nebraska, xiv, 402 ; humorous 
indexing, xv, 132; question whether reports 
should be annotated; the New Jersey 
a. reports, xx, 380; long opinions in 
est Virginia reports 
Representations ; see sale ; fraud. 
Restaurants ; see innkeepers. 
Revenue ; see internal revenue. 
Revivor ; see abatement. 
Riots ; see mobs and riots. 
Riparian owners ; see water and water-courses. 
Ritualism ; see churches. 
Rivers ; sew water and water-courses. 
Roman law, 
study of Roman law 
the civil law 
notice of Hadley’s lectures 
senatus consulta 
the Roman praetor and jus honorarium. ...xv, 
the Roman bar xv, "405, 
R 
judicial system in; degradation of bar, xv, 
500; xvi, 
brutal conduct of prison officials in i 


see also, auctions ; real property ; contract ; 
stocks. 


mutuality under the statute of frauds.. 


237 
, 162 


25 
221 


, 284 
40 


61 


56 


statute of frauds; auctioneer’s sale....... on 278 


modification of contracts to which the a 
of fraud applies 
remedies of vendor on breach of quaute 
contract of sale of personal property 
implied warranty of chattels ...xi, 41; xviii, 
sewing machine contracts; the instalment 
system, xi, 309; xiii, 454; xv, 53; xvi, 
xvii. 
recovery for part performance of contract of 
errr re x, 


sale 
title of bona fide purchaser of chose in action, 
xii, 167 
measure of dainages on contracts of sale, xii, 202 
fraudulent statements as to value 


see also, fraud. 


offers left open ; specific performance. .. .xiv, 


297 


885 
324 


192 
98 


72 


. | Sale — continued. 


sales by sample ; cases reviewed 
Salvage, 

case of Egyptian obelisk 
Savings banks; see banks. 
Schools and public education, 

the bible in the public schools ; 


arguments in 
C incinnati case 


compulsory education abroad 
compulsory education 
the publicschools; rights of colored ‘children; 
religious instruction 
Scotland ; see Great Britain. 
Seals, 
law concerning seals 
as to necessity of, in corporate contracts. 
liability of principal on sealed contract. . xvi, 
Seduction, 
faults in law of 
under promise of marriage ; 
done defendant .. 
action by parent for seduction of minor 
daughter 5 
remedies for seduction of wife in various 
countries . 
frequency of unjust verdicts in seduction 
cases; legislation needed . 
“sexual ” litigation ; 


injustice often 


remarks on recent cases, 
xiv, 
Sentences ; see prisons and convicts; pardons ; 
criminal law. 
Service ; see writ and process. 
Services ; see master and servant ; contract. 
Sewing machine contracts ; see sale. 
Shakspeare, 
arguments to prove him a lawyer 
Shakspeare’s law x 
the Merchant of Venice and Shylock; remarks 
and correspondence. .xi, 45, 99; xii, 274; v, 
defenses of Shylock; von Ihering’s view. xx, 
absurdity of theory of Bacon’s authorship, xXx, 
Sheriffs ; see office and officers ; writ and process. 
Shipping ; see also, international law. 
courts of prize 
status of unregistered ships 
early history of steam navigation as appear. 
ing from statutes of New York 
validity of bottomry bonds 
advanced freight, loss by perils of sea... iv, 
bill in congress for protection of American 


the navigation laws 

act of congress concerning manufacture of 
ce ctctveethes ur aff CORTE TOC CTT v, 

conditions in charter-parties excusing non- 
performance 

remarks on cruelty to seamen 

liability for collision at sea 

lien on cargo for freight and demurrage . viii, 

bill in congress as to unlawful use of flag, ix, 

power of master to bind owner by contract for 
necessaries 

carriage of goods in ships; recent cases...x, 

defect in Jaws concerning crimes on shipboard, 


Mistletoe accident in England 
bill giving maritime lien to materialmen at 


presumption of guilt of owner of unseaworthy 
vessel under English act 
Plimsoll merchant-shipping bill 
maritime capture 
Franconia collision case in England 
; xvii, 
action by steamship company to recover back 





head-money 





PAGE. 
xviii, 244 


xvi, 342 


2: SEE eee ee xi, 858 
conakvedmead xiv, 365 


xi, 309 
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PAGE, 


191 


Shipping — continued. 
limit of liability of sbip-owners : 
expansion of admiralty jurisdiction. . . .xviii, 
collisions on the high seas; common system 
of rules needed. xviii, 287 
frigate Constitution threatened with arrest, 
xix, 165 
Sic utere tuo ; see real property ; animals. 
Sidewalks ; see highway. 
Slander ; see libel and slander. 
Slaves, 
cases involving former transactions in, still 
common 
Social science ; see socicties ; international law ; 
crime ; prisons and convicts. 
Societies, 
American social science association; meetings, 
papers read, etc x, 117; xiv, 31; xvi, 173 
xx, 241 
er ii, 343, 403 
ix, 44; x, 363 
xii, 399 
Great Britain ; bar 


New York medico-legal society . 
iv, 212, 361; vi, 296, 414; vii, 341; 


see international law ; 
association, 
Somnambulists, 
cases of crime by 
South Carolina, 
over.ssue of state bonds 
the Whipper dispute 
Moses appointment case 
the election controversy 
condition of highest court 
affray with federal revenue officers .... 
federal proceedings against illicit distillers, 
xviii, 
lynch law in Spartanburg 
Spain, 
lawyers in early Spanish colonies 
ancient tribunal in Valencia 
Specific performance ; see sale ; real property. 
Spiritualism, 
connected topics : fraud and false pretenses ; 
insanity ; wills. 
law and spiritualism 
spirit photographers convicted in Paris. . . xii, 
spiritualism and jurisprudence; psy chological 
homicides xii, 
spiritual medium compelled to take out license 
as juggler 
case of Slade, the spiritualist ..xiv, 333; xv, 
prosecution of spiritual mediums in England, 
xv, 
States, the; see also the names of particular states. 
connected topics: constitutional law ; eatradi- 
tion ; internal revenue Tnited States, etc. 
state courts, how far Sound to accept wane 
Serr rrr 
purchases by federal gov ernment, of bad 
WIRE POIIB o.oo. 05s. oc nc vicwninss camseni ii, 
conflict between state and federal courts in 
rr er ere iii, 70, 
conflict of state and federal process as to mail 
robbers in Nevada ; 
remedy of holder of bonds of another state, 
xi, 358; xvii, 
a point in the law of habeas corpus ; state and 
federal jurisdiction 
affair at West Point 
suits against states; should be tried in ordi- 


relations of state and municipalities..... 
relations of states to each other, as modified 
by war and constitutional amendments, xvi, 
254, 277, 
the priority of the state as a creditor. .. xvi, 
of state courts over acts of federal officers, 
xviii, 





States, the — continued. PAGE 
mode of settling claims against state in New 
WR 04. 4si0- <2 se bedecadensess geag xix, 140 
contracts of state with its citizens ; how far 
binding. . 
New Hampshire bill for assignment to state 
of claims of citizens against other states,xx, 242 
Statute of frauds; see frauds, statute of. 
Statutes; see also, legislatures and legislation ; 
law reform. 
instructions for draftsmen 
curiosities of statutes.. .. ii, 204; 
late blunders in acts of FE ves 
reference to existing laws in new acts... 
power of state to copyright its laws 
drafting legislative bills. ‘ .viii, 178 
council to revise acts passed, suggested in 
Connecticut ix, 336 
rational law making; publishing statutes at 
cheap x, 118 
English bill to insure accurate drawing of 
statutes xi, 182 
statistics as to English statutes; Thring’s 
pamphlet on simplification of the law,. xi, 310 
inconvenience of obsolete laws 
incorporating previous laws 
indexing of statutes 
dead-letter laws 
curious preambles to statutes 
noteworthy changes in national and state, 
1878-79 


2 | Stay-laws, 


the Pennsylvania stay-law 
see France. 
Stenographers, official , employment “ in courts, 
i, 282, xi, 404 
Stocks ; see also, corporations. 
action for balance of margin i, 476 
stock exchange cases in England i, 351 
bequests of dividends , 264 
fraudulent transfers of ; cases reviewed, xx, 344 
Streets ; see highways. 
Strikes; see labor ; mobs and riots ; railroads, 
Subscriptions to stock; see railroads. 
Suicide, 
how far a legal offense 
laws relating to 
by insured persons; see insurance. 
Sunday, 
ancient observance of 
law of, humorously reviewed 
Scotch justice toward 5 a a gy 
validity of marriages on 
parading streets on Sunda 
the New York Sunday traveling bill 
recent decisions under Sunday laws 
freedom of religious action 
Sunday liquor laws in New York city, xiii, 391, 424 
encouragement of dishonesty by present law 
as to Sunday contracts 
remarks on Sunday laws 
what is proper observance of . 


x 
.xix, 345; xx, 


Sunday music ; New York acts 

Dr. Bacon’s defense of Sunday laws 

items: English Sunday laws 

defenses to actions for injuries on Sunday; 
xiv, 

Israelites must observe, in Massachusetts, xv, 
Support ; see real property. 
Sureties ; see also, negotiable instruments ; bonds; 

guaranty. 

rights and liabilities of 

discharge of, by death 

the discharge of 

suretyship and guaranty 

liability of surety’s estate 
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Sweden, 
administration of justice in 
Swindling ; see fraud and false pretenses. 
Taxation, 
of banks ; see also that title. 
as to federal taxation, see internal revenue. 
misappropriations by municipal boards ....i, 
when taxes become a debt and lien on land in 
New York 
taxing salary of state officers under income- 
tax law ii, 
report of New York commission on taxation, 
Vv, 
unconstitutional taxation of emigrants ....v, 
New York bill as to exemption of mortgages, 
vii, 
taxing debts due non-residents ii 


assessments for local improvements. .vii, 353, ¢ 


taxation of mortgage debt illegal in Califor- 


cised 
assessment of church property Fobeneaet 
viii, 
taxation of mortgages... . 
double taxation of mortgaged estates... .. .xi, 
Buffalo ordinance taxing goods in per 
irrespective of ownership i 
church taxation in Rhode Island 
nature of the power of taxation, xi, 284, 319, 
362, 378, 394; xii, 8, 
exemptions from taxation. ..... ..xiii, 222' 
exemption of national guard repealed in New 
York 
the exemption of church property and “_. 


inequitable taxation of banks 

correction of irregular assessments 

proposed exemption of mortgaged real estate 
in New York....xv, 94; xviii, 61, 258; xix, 

recovery back of taxes unlawfully collected 

xvii, 
principles of just tax laws 
evasion of personal property tax in New York, 


tax-legislation as to Memphis 
taxation of personalty in Illinois......... 
case of imprisonment for non-payment of 
poll-tax in Massachusetts 
Telegraph, 
postal telegraph bill. . oon 
transmission of bills of ‘Tading and other nego- 
tiable instruments by telegraph 
liability of telegraph companies ; 
viewed 
contract by telegraph vit 
regulations requiring sender to have tele- 
gram repeated 
measure of damage in telegraph cases. 
recent cases reviewed 
the law telegraph 
telegraphic form of marriage 
restraining erection of telegraph poles in 
cities xiii, 239, 
federal bill to make telegraphic correspond- 
ence privileged 
law as to mistakes in message 
serving injunctions by telegraph. ....... xvii, 
telegrams as instruments of evidence, xviii, 
inviolability of telegrams 


proceedings 
and attorney-general 
awkward condition of criminal law. . 
tax-legislation as to Memphis 
Territories, 
—— wages as to their legislative coun- 


of quo warranto against judges 
ii, — iii, 


iv, 337, 36: 





Texas, 
proposed new constitution 
criminal law of ; odd cases 
Theaters and places of amusement, 
places of amusement ; right of ticket-holders, 
vii, 225, 272, 
rights of colored ticket-holders under New 
ork civil rights bill 
theatrical contracts 
right of ticket-holders at places of amuse- 
ments 
sentimental justice; attempted suppression 
of the cancan in New York 
Thespis and Themis ; 
theaters 
case of refusal to admit to theater . 
masquerades; proposition to modify law. xiii, 
injunctions of dramatic performances. . . . xiii, 
Tickets ; see railroads ; theaters. 
Time, 
fractions of a day; how far disregarded in law, 
iii, 


time of sentence ; how reckoned... .xix, 244. 


reasonable time ; defined..............- xix, 
computation of time in bankruptcy proceed- 

err errr Terr err eee. xvi, 
February 28 and 29 computed as one day on 


To 
waiver of, and suing in assumpsit, iii, 141; viii, 
Trade-marks , see also, names. 
soothing syrup case 
law of, reviewed 
how far one’s name will be protected as a 
trade-mark viii, 100, 
humorous phases of the law of trade-marks, 


geographical names as trade-marks 

law of trade-marks .... .. pidadseneidant xi, 

German trade-marks act i 

federal statutes concerning 

federal act unconstitutional, xx, 402; see also, 
xviii, 382, 

case of Frank Leslie’s newspaper... ....XX, 

Trades unions ; see /abor. 


}| Tramps ; see vagrants. 
2 | Trespass ; see real property. 
Tri 


collections of trials in different libraries . = 
prolixity of modern trials 
for murder trials, see murder and Pao sp 5 
for will cases, see wills ; also various cases 
in personal and local. 


trusts in personal property; English and New 
York law compared 261, 

application of statutes of limitation to con- 
structive trusts 

the intention to create a trust 

bequests of dividends ................ 

Turkey, 

tribunals of Damascus 

illustration of Turkish justice 

new constitution of 

litigation in 

United States, 

connected topics : states ; constitutional law ; 

army ; elections; civil service ; citizenship, etc. 
in general. 

federal bureau of justice proposed 

the revision of the federal statutes.. 

items: i, 341, 475 ; ii, 390 ; iii, 251, 430; 
vi, 293, 8366 ; vii, 110; viii, 272; ix, 236 . x, 
5, 101, 148, 180, 250; xi, 102, 150, 166 ; xiii, 

report of solicitor of treasury, 1870, 1871...v 

movement for recognition of christianity in 
constitution v, 72; ix, 187; xi, 

colored attorney-genera! proposed i 
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United States — continued. 

federal department of justice needed.. 
department of justice; attempt to repeal act, 
ix, 184; report on expenses in, xi, 166; 
other items ERNE Orn ey aa xi, 
proposed reforms in department of justice, 
xiv, 

mandamus to secretary of the treasury. ..xvi, 
recommendations of secretaries as to legisla. 
tion 
cabinet officers ; proposal to give them seats 
Ore rere xviii, 
national sanitary administration recom- 
0 PLES SOE TE ree xviii, 
application of thirteenth amendment to pun- 
ishment for crime 
character of the federal governments..... xx, 
the three co-ordinate departments........ Xx, 
causes which may endanger the federal gov- 
ernment 


the supreme court. 
the proposed re-distribution of circuits, i, 39, 


the supreme court of the United States: its 
a ere i 
political considerations too much regarded; tho 
Strong and Bradley nominations. 
list of judges, with ages and date of appoint. 
ment 
the court described by a correspondent... ii, 
should be enabled to advise as to constitution- 
ality of pending acts. ............-.--- iv, 
the succession to judge Nelson........... i, 
relief from present pressure of work se te 
vi, 
names, ages, etc., of judges.............- vi, 
sketch of the chief pS rere vii, 
items as to succession to chief justiceship vi vii, 
335, 336, 404 ; 
the selection of a chief justice 
selection of new chief justice, viii, 20, 32, 39, 
68, 80, 96, 134, 149, 198, 228, 229, 244, 311, 
339, 358, 408 ; ix. 57, 
resolutions of bar, etc, 
viii, 275, 
work done.... ix, 57, 
xi, 165, 
pressure on docket; necessity of legislation, x, 
rapid changes in bench. 
restriction of appeals and increase in number 
of judges proposed...... xi, 17, 67, 69, ~ 
manner of amending rules .............-. 
proposed relief of judges from, circuit duty’ 
xii, 


eee eee 


~ 


ee ee ee 


the late chief justice ; 


condition of calendar ; 


important cases pending 
the reporters of the court; late appointment, 
xii, 289, 
the reported candidacy of chief justice for 
SU OIE 56 5nd db heaes Kae xii, 290, 
ressure of business............... xiii, 260, 
ill to disqualify judges for presidency. . xiii, 
filling place of judge Davis. .xv, 74,218; xvi, 
MANMONMO OF IUAMON oo n5sc0csesccvccccces xvi, 
PORGUNTS OF DOGIMOES o.oo .00cccocccccsocs xvi, 
strictures ou the court........cccssccess xvi, 
bill to reorganize court 
title of members of court, whether ‘‘ judge,” 
i 6s 4th tine beheeeas eae xviii, 
the overloaded calendar ............... xviii, 
bil) reducing emoluments of reporter... .xix, 
condition of docket, 1879; bond cases ...xix, 
the court of claims. 
bill to enable claims against government to 
be sued for in circuit courts........... — 
appointment to vacant judgeship..... 
court of alien claims recommended by presi- 
Wi onic cdisane asesncess4es0nneceee xii, 


PAGE. 
.viii, 274 


389 


16 
358 


401 
121 
441 
166 


227 


246 
268 


159 
452 


, 188 
197 


, 254 


318 


313 
349 


365 
424 
323 
324 
, 170 
, 838 


825 
100 


116 
808 
244 
373 


132 
54 


49 
241 


805 


354 
839 
359 
194 
290 
441 
462 


20 
201 
385 
404 


53 


370 





United States — continued. 


PAGE. 
business of court of claims, 1875........ xii, 386 
order as to attorneys interested i in government 


GN sii. nt. saictens ound teeeene xiv, 316 
agent collecting fraudulent claim sued for 
double amount by government. ...... xv, 440 
remarks on the present system ........ xviii, 441 
the federal courts and judiciary in generat. 
salaries of federal judges, i, 12, 434,476; ii, 26 
iii, 48, ‘55, 127 
case of judge mentally incapacitated ...... i, 96 
new district courts proposed DLP RI iii, 127 
the law’s delay in the federal courts ...... v, 22 
the new practice in the federal courts....vii, 17 
v, 377, 385 
report of attorney-general as to expenses of 
cin cin AOC TT EE rT ee vii, 117 
numerous impeachments of federal judges 
GIN 6540.40.46 om, densaudednataeal vii, 148 
reduction of expenses of marshals...... viii, 260 
attorney-general’s report for 1872-73 ....viii, 377 
attorney-general’s circular as to court expen. 
I Kit dtr osts wane Seine hem sama aa xi, 370 
attorney-general’s report ; reforms proposed, 
xii, 386 
bill proposed by Chicago bar association as to 
appeals from district judges........... xii, 317 
federal system of procedure criticized... .xii, 322 
proposed abolition of distinctions between 
law and equity ............ om au, i 
proposed intermediate courts of appeal. xiii, 33 
, 139, 155 
retirement of federal judges on pensions, xiii, 87 
supervision of district attorneys by attorney- 
CIE soc. sees, sognsas-socases nse ees xiii, 108 
powers of federal judiciary............. xiii, 390 
reform in procedure urged ...........+- xiii, 424 
reform of federal judiciary system ...... xiv, 269 
xvii, 9 
inconvenient nomenclature of federal courts, 
xv, 113 
need of appropriations ............+. «- xvi, 269 
revision of judiciary system ..........- xvi, 269 
condition of business in federal courte... .xvi, 401 
bill regulating practice in foreclosures where 
government is party....... xvi, 441; xvii, 158 
bill for court of appeals........0 ....-. xvii, 22 
bill for reorganizing federal courts .... xvii, 158 
scheme to expedite business .......... xvii, 215 
pressure of business in circuits; bill for addi- 
GOOOE TEE, ce ccicsisses o nansenie xvii, 437 
practice as to arrest-warrants of federal com- 
MISKIONETS 2... cccsccs socceccseces xviii, 101 
additional circuit judges urged ....... xviii, 441 
constitutional amendment, limiting judges, 
y, term of office, proposed.............-. xix, 82 
_qjuestion of vacancy in judge Dillon’s case, xix, 506 
protection of federal officers serving process, 
xx, 461 
attorney-general’s report ; need of additional 
MRIS 6.44.00:0005045406_ 446, bengheemen xx, 461 
congress. 
commitments for contempt. .iv, 362; xiii, 299, 319 
bills for raising revenue; privilege of the 
Ns c ccdanusd tonctaawm Sete boo v, 213, 245 
bill to prohibit members acting as attorneys 
in claims against government........... x, 387 
tenure of president of senate ........... xiii, 18 
Pere rere err are xvi, 181, 198 
complaints of members of congress appearing 
as counsel in local courts............ xviii, 61 
rule for compelling attendance of absent sena- 
Re A er Re Te Ree ee xix, 205 
proceedings ; bills introduced, etc., viii, 375, 416 
xiv, 67, 882; xv, 153, 174; xvi, 310, 326, 342 
357, 402; xvii, 42, 497; xix, 81 
Usage, 
operation of usage in contracts.. ......... ii, 366 
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Usage — continued. PAGE, 


evidence of trade usage 
ta 


refusal] to naturalize Mormon............. ii, 280 
chief justice McKean and his coattins. . . di, 456 
208, 230 
the Mormon question 
the lawand the saints; remarks on ping iv, 26 
affairs in Utah, v, 101, 128, 178, 246 
106 ; vii, 116, 416; ix, 36, 264, 280; charges 
against chief justice "McKean, his removal, 
etc., viii, 84, 134, 197, 310; x, 279; xi, 182, 
871, 373: items viii, 112; x, 256 
Ann Eliza Young divorce suit, xi, 166; xii, 306; 
items, xi, 310, 339; xiv, 183, 189 303 ; 


report of attorney-general concerning. . . . xii 
Reynolds polygamy test case. . ........ xiii, 
conviction of Lee for murder i 
charges against U. S. district attorney.... 
worthless divorces obtained. ...... .... xvi, 
questions arising since death of Brigham 
Young . 
petition for removal of chief justice. . . .xviii, 
the polygamy cases xviii, 401; xix, 
refusal to support territorial courts 
Vagrancy, 
beggary as a trade should be checked by law, 
iv, 
remarks on tramps 
remarks on tramp-laws; legislation urged, 
xvi, 
New York bill to suppress . 
Vendor and purchaser ; see real property ; sale. 
Venue, 
change of, in criminal cases,...............i, 
Verdict ; see jury. 
Vermont, 
new federal jadee appointed 240 
EES GA. cchues b.e0 sosene8 exe xvi, 328 
judges’ salaries iii, 322 
Vir; 
bill to reform county court procedure 90 
schemes for repudiation of state debt...xvii, 277 
biennial legislative sessions xviii, 421 
suit to recover Arlington estate, xvii, 237; xix, 165 
cases of colored men charged’ with murder 
removed into federal court xix, 225 
bill introduced making assault with horse- 
whip felony ; Poindexter's case ix, 266 
Voluntary conveyances ; see fraud 
Voters ; see election ; women ; colorea persons. 
Wager, 
curious English wager cases 
law of, humorously reviewed 
War ; see army ; international law ; 
Warranty, 
implied warranty of chattels...xi, 41; xviii, 
see also, sale ; as to insurance contracts, see 
insurance. 
Washington territory, 
forged letters sent president, resigning chief 
justiceship .xv, 421 
Water and water-courses ; see also, real property; 


xiii, 322 


limitation. 


824 


mills. 
law of artificial water-courses 
rivers periodically navigable...... 
streams and highways as boundaries.... 
Way ; see real property; highway. 
Wi ow ; see dower ; marriage. 
Wills ; see also, probate. 
connected topics : death ; descent ; trusts. 
—— of lectures on wills and administra- 
tion 


..x, 194 


35 


testamentary capacity ; law reviewed.... 
see also, spiritualism ; insanity. 





Wills — continued. 
misdescription in wills 
attempts to disinherit as evidence of mental 

iv, 
construction of; law reviewed, iv, 326, 845; v, 4 
20, 66, 87, 130, 145, 179, 263 
cumulative legacies 29 
the modern construction of wills 

bequests to attesting witnesses........... viii 

parol evidence to explain wills 

gifts to illegitimate children 

undue influence over testators 

monomania as affecting testamentary capacity, 

xi, 
belief in doctrine of metempsychosis not an 
insane delusion xiii, 262 

curiosities of probate law in England. . 293 

cases of whiisical wills 

proof of wills; New York methods discussed, 

xvi, = 


PAGE. 


-xiv, 


bequests of dividends ; law reviewed...xviii, 264 
obliteration of wills , 828 
frequent failure of charitable bequest by rea. 
son of misnomer xix, 406, 

items : probate of; humorous opinion in sup- 
posed case, ii, 501; quaint specimen of 
lawyer’s will, ix, 247; estate of intestates 
dying without next of kin ; some remarka- 
ble instances, xvi, 60; instance of a brief 
will i 

late will cases. 
Buckhurst barony case 
Cruger will case, insane delusions of testator, 
xii, 
Girard will; action to set aside ii 
Hawes will case in California, iii, 220; re- 


Howland will case 
Jumel will case 


cans will case in New ‘York 
Singer will case; marriage without formal 
ceremony 
Stewart will case in New York, xiii, 392; xiv, 2, 
Taylor will case; question of Se 
Ward will case in Detroit; spiritualism... xi, 
xii, 
Wisconsin, 
hasty legislation in 
increase of number of supreme court jules 
their election 
Witnesses ; see also, evidence. 
doubtful value of testimonials to character, i 
privilege of members of ~ oe 
, 132, 151, 158, 
husband and wife as tenes for and against 
each other 
alleged increase of perjury from admission of 
testimony of parties i, 284; xix, 
expert witnesses, defects of present system, i, 
as to expert testimony, see further, evidence; 
insanity. 
utility of oaths; manner 4 taking 
iii, 29; iv, 315; 
imprisonment of gr oy * iegislation urged, 
iii, 59, 248; xv, 113; xviii, 
cross-examination of ba a 
permitting accused to testify; discussions and 
legisiation, v, 185, 830; xiii, 106, 422; xiv, 
167; xvii, 117; xviii, 301 ; ; xix, 848, 588, 
xx, 21, - 
the interrogation of prisoners’ bill 
refusing to be sworn on gounds of caniaianen, . 
v, 
——_ for pa of witnesses not 
PN 6586-54600 08+ 08neeseenssis saneeee 
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Witnesses — Continued. 
confining witnesses 
extraordinary New York bill as to use of de- 
positions 
parties as witnesses 
allowing witness to sing in evidence ......xX, 
the Highlanders’ oath 
testimony of atheists 
perjury trials 
refusal of ex-ambassador to answer as to offi- 
cial transactions 
proposal to do away with oath in Italy . ..xii, 
case of Kilbourn, recusant witness before com- 
mittee of congress iii, 299, 
impressive manner of taking oath in Scotch 
courts . -xiii, 
witness rebuked for reflection on legal profes- 
sion in testifying 
right of witness to respectful treatment. .xiv, 
unfair questions to 
proper limits of cross-examination 
primitive methods of administering judicial 
DEEN. 0di0c th erchbeuipaiad skate obscene xiv, 
abuse of cross-examination ............Xiv, 
cross-examination to credit i 
personal transactions with deceased; New 
York law concerning iv, 
priest compelled to testify as to confidential 
communication XV, 
rule prohibiting survivors from testifying, 
criticized xvi, 
raising objections to competency of witness, 
xvi, 
privilege of state executive ; case of strike- 
riots in Pennsylvania 
progress of legislation in New York concern- 
ing witnesses 
the supernatural element in the oath. . 
power of state to enforce attendance ; New 
York law xix, 
compelling adverse party to testify before 
Wi xcactanss. san0gedsnes xix, 168; xx, 
as to testimony of convicts (New York), xix, 
Rabelais on professional witnesses...... xix, 
Women, 
as voters, jurors and public officers. 
refusal of governor of Illinois to commission 
as notary 
women jurors in Wyoming 
female justices 
title of bachelor of laws conferred on. 
remarks on women as jurors 
Wyoming caucus of women ii, 
as jurors in Wyoming. .iii, 208; iv, 107; vii, 
appointment as justice unlawful in Massa- 
chusetts q 
decision against female suffrage in the dis- 
trict of Columbia 
decisions against right to vote 
opinion against, as notary in Ohio 
holders of office in Illinois i 
right to serve on school boards in Massacha- 
setts 
former right to vote in New Jersey.... 
New York bill as to school officers 
results in Wyomin 
— whether they should vote and hold 
office . 
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xvi, 270, 825, 35 
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movement for admission to bar, i, 11, 39, 78, 
203, 324, 412; ii, 272, 279; vi, 184; vii, 
viii, 159 ; x, 180; xi, 277, 323; xiii, 18, 187, 
xiv, 268; xviii, 80, 260, 380, 
application rejected by federal suprenie court, 
xiv, 
refused admission as attorney to court of 
I. wig kins edas Ake: deed - ix, 320, 
legislation as to admission to practice in fed- 
eral courts, ix, 867; xv, 54; xvi, 378; xvii, 
397, 417; xix, 

essay on their relation to civil government, xii, 

cases of appearance in their own behalf, xvi, 

288 ; xx, 
application for office of notary in District of 


other matters. 
relative guilt of the sexes in sexual crime, ii, 
law as to imputation of unchastity ; discus- 
sion and legislation, ii, 309, 490 ; iii, 19,68, 
x, 182; xii, 
disabilities of American women married 
iv, 344; V, v, 228, 


the present era of female 
v, 209, 331, 
equal footing of sexes in Illinois as to eer 
pations and professions........ ........ 
trying pregnancy in England by jury of 
v, 207; xx, 
woman committing crime in husband's pres- 
ence and under his guidance, discharged in 
New York 
frequency of cases of poisoning by 
suit of female medical students against Edin- 
burgh University . vi, 
law reform and women’s rights ; the Anthony 


female criminals ; 


their fear of courts; the Beecher case .. 
men’s rights 

some legal rights of women ........... -xi 
shooting of lawyers by, in California 


statistics of disorderly offenses by, in Lon- 


enabled to practice medicine in England, xiv, 
perjury alleged to be common among, in Eng- 
an 
Words, 
travelers, shopkeepers, and butchers; terms 
ila ees ap balk Himdiceatere 
Writ and process, 
ancient forms of writs.... 
devices for serving process.........+++....i, 
the proper form of summons 
literary sheriff in Wisconsin 
bill to prevent officer having an interest from 
serving PTOCEEB. oc cccccccce +0: cesces xiii, 
specimen of English writ of summons . - xiii, 
form of summons under new practice _ New 
York 66, 
form of summons in New York ade 3 of 
EE HES ey xvi, 
service on non-resident infants in New York, 


Wyoming, 
professional manners in .............++Xviii, 
as to female voters, etc,, see women. 


AGE, 


196 

63 
202 
402 


333 
352 
158 
185 
130 
93 
240 
2 
148 


275 
31 


240 
71 


361 
, 229 


349 
146 


X, 225 


200 
217 
404 


154 
187 


60 


171 
139 
240 
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Abatement ; see also, action; joinder. PAGE, 
death of plaintiff after nonsuit: English 
common law procedure act. Hemming v. 
Batchelor xi, 385 
death of plaintiff pending appeal from judg- 
ment. Alker, re viii, 254 
stipulation b attorney against abatement of 
action by death of plaintiff. Cox v. N. Y. 
C., ete., R. R xii, 410 
death of ‘sole plaintiff or defendant ; 3 
New York code. Livermore v. Bainbridge,vi, 419 
abatement by marriage ; order of court neces- 
sary. Mapes v. Snyder i 
Abduction, 
intent as an element of offense; belief that 
girl was oversixteen. Key v. Prince. .xiii, 200 
Abortion, 
connected topics : homicide ; 
conviction on evidence of accomplice. 
v. Hy 
voluntarily taking potion does not make taker 
an accomplice. State v. Hyer.. -Xvii, 
death resulting from illegal operation to pro- 
duce abortion. Hatch v. Mutual Ins, Co., 
xv, 
child not subject of manslaughter until quick- 
ening. Evans v. People 
“— York acts concerning. Mongeon v. Peo- 
x, 
taietinens for causing miscarriage. Common- 
WORD T. TROMBOD, 0.5... cosets cessacess iv, 
indictment under act to prevent ‘procurement 
of abortions. People v. Davis, x, 265; Weed 
v. People 
Acceptance; see negotiable instruments ; 
statute of frauds ; building contracts. 
Accessories and accomplices, 
connected topics: homicide; criminal law. 
conviction legal on uncorroborated testimony 
of accomplice. State v. Hyer (with notes), 
xvii, 
accomplices as state’s evidence ; agreement 
by district attorney not to prosecute, un- 
authorized, United States v. Ford (in full), 
xix, 352; (with notes) . 326 
prosecution of accomplice after he has turned 
state’s evidence. State v. Graham (in full), 
xix, 333, 
failure to contradict statements of accomplice 
made to officer in prisoner’s presence. Com- 
monwealth v. Malone xvii, 
approving crime committed in one’s presence 
does not constitute accomplice. State v. 
xvii, 354 
how far accomplice is competent ——. 
People v. Wright , 187 


criminal law. 
State 


326 


36 





Accessories and accom ntinued. PAGE. 

admission of accomplice as witness. Wright 
v. Rindskoff xvii, 354, 211 

uncorroborated testimony of accomplices; rule 
confined to felonies. Parsons v. State ..vi, 357 

evidence corroborating accomplice admitted 
on independent grounds. Carroll v. Com- 
monwealth 

corroboration. People v. Ames, iii, 377; Peo- 
ple v. Lawton, ii, 52; People v. Haynes i i, 215 

evidence justifying Remple admissible = 
justify accessory. emple v. People. . , 125 

subsequent iedheimnent diate defendant - 
accessory instead of principal. State v. 
Larkin ii 

accessory before fact, not liable as principal. 
People v. Trim 

conviction as accessory before fact, after ac- 
quittal as principal ; form of verdict. State 
v. Buzzell (in full) xix, 511; xx, 

principal and accessory not to be jointly i in- 
dicted. Reynoldsv . People 

before the fact ; manslaughter. Queen v. Tay- 


14 


14 


use of accomplices as witnesses in homicide 
cases. Lindsay v. People 
accessory before fact in manslaughter. 
v. Taylor (with notes) 
accessories before and after the fact ander 
Illinois act. Yoe v. State 
accessory before fact. State v. Chapman, iv, 253 
Accident insurance ; see insurance, I. 
Accommodation paper; see negotiable instruments. 
Accomplices ; see accessories and accomplices. 
Accord and satisfaction; see also, payment, receipts 
and releases. 
payment of principal a good defense whether 
debt overdue or otherwise. Westcott v. 
165 
satisfaction inoperative where promise of 
other party to forego claim against third 
person was violated. Kerrigan v. Gibson, iii, 
what amounts to. Noe v. Christie viii, 
accord without satisfaction. wend v. Ken- 
— xii, 
Kromer 


107 


unperformed agreements not. Brown v. Spof- 
ford xvi, 


compromise of doubtful claims a good con- 


sideration. Pitkin v. N iii, 
obtaining loan on agreement of plaintiff to 
take amount raised in full pagunent, wo no de- 
fense to action for balance. Burge v. Koop, 
vy, 
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Accord and satisfaction — continued. PAGE. 


discharge by payment of part of unliquidated 
claim Bank v. United States 
when part payment of amount due is good as 
accord and satisfaction. Brett v. Brooklyn, 
etc., society ii 
agreement to pay off mortgage for part of 
amount due, when binding. Scott v. Frink, 
ix, 
payment of property at agreed valuation on 
account of debt, not accord and satisfaction. 
Howard v. Horton.. 
accepting treasury notes in payment of con- 
tract for coin. Gilman v. Douglass county, 
iv, 
draft for part of amount due, payable in gold. 
Stagg v. Alexander 
whether compromise included part of demand 
not embraced in the action. O’Beirne v. 
Lloyd i 
offer of compromise ; suing on original con- 
tract. Union L. & E. Co. v. Erie R. R .ix, 
Account; see also, referees ; executors and admin- 
istrators ; partnership, etc. 
mutual agreement necessary to account stated. 
Volkening v. DeGraaf 
reopening settlement of accounts in case of 
accidental omissions. Lawrence v. Am. 
Nat. Bank i 
parties in action for accounting among asso- 
ciates. Boody v. Drew................ ix, 
admission of account rendered by acquies- 
cence, Wiggins v. Burkham , 
action on account stated. Kock v. Bonits.iv, 
gift of balance due on account, Gray v. Bar- 
ton.... i 
Accretion ; see water and water-courses ; naviga- 
ble waters. 
Acknowledgment ; see deeds ; of wife, see mar- 
riage. 
Acquittal ; see criminal law. 
Act of God; see contracis ; carriers. 
Action ; see also, abatement ; pleading and prac- 
tice; joinder; and titlesof particularactions. 
in general. 
civil action not maintainable in name of peo- 
ple for private wrong. People v. Albany, 
OU, Bw esctidetadncscsercws cctons xi, 
substitution of parties; order appealable 
(N. Y) Hughes v. Rathbone 
exclusive and cumulative statute remedies. 
Inman v. Tripp Xv, 
cause of action arising from violation of law. 
Ne Mi: TNs 5 6.860 0005 st.ccceawas xv, 
debt not maintainable for penalties of act 
against smuggling. United States v. Claf- 
lin aaa 


debt for statutory penalty. Chaffee v. United 
States ‘ 
waiver of right to sue for tort by taking notes 


in excess of account due. Hulst v. Flan- 
case; when the appropriate remedy for with- 
holding real estate. Moore v. Davis... .vi, 
action to stay proceedings in another action. 
Savage v. Allen 
action for money had and received against 
maker of note wrongfully obtained it from 
trustee. Penobscot R. R. v. Mayo... viii, 
action of money had and received for surplus 
in defendant’s hands of proceeds of security 
for loan. Jackson v. Stevens ve 8 
demand not necessary to action for costs in- 
curred at another’s request. Perkins v. 
NII i ooe oo babepedd adissicdetesue Z 
payment of government claim to wrong party; 
action not maintainable against receiver by 
party entitled. Butterworth v. Gould ..ii, 





Action — continued. PAGE, 


action by true owner of property to compel suc- 
cessful plaintiff to pay over damages recov- 
ered for conversion. Dent v, Catzhausen. .i, 
survival of action. 
action for fraud in purchase and sale of land. 
Graves v. Spier 
action for deceit leading to void marriage 
with deceased. Withee v. Brooks 
cause of action arising from contract to marry 
does not survive. Price v, Price .... xix, 
action against administrator of negligent 
attorney. Tichenof v. Hayes (in full) .xx, 
presentation of claim in suit to commissioners 
not a continuance of suit against decedent. 
Jones v. Kecep’s estate 
discretion of court; limitations. Beach v. 
..- Viii, 
revivoragainst personal representatives (Wis. ) 
Jones v. Keep’s estate 
joinder and wection ; see also, joinder. 
demurrer to misjoinder of actions (New 
York). Henderson v. Jackson 
setting forth two causes of action in complaint 
(New York). Day v. Stone ix, 
question whether cause of action in tort or 
contract. People v. Haberstro 
contract or tort; nature of action to recover 
deposit of funds on contract afterward 
failing. Neftel v. Lightstone ....... xix, 
action ex contractu not rendered ex delicto by 
averments of fraud in complaint. Ledwick 
v. McKine ix 
evidence of contract where conplaint alleges 
tort (New York). Degraw v. Elmore . . vii, 
joinder of causes of action in covenant and 
tort in New York. Keep v. Kaufman. .xi, 
uniting causes of action for deceit and for 
conversion. Cleveland v. Barrows ....iv, 
electing between tort and contract (New York). 
Brown v. Katline 
inproper joinder of tort and contract. 
v. Farmers’ National Bank .. 
election between rights under contract and for 
tort. Benedict v. Commonwealth Nat. 


joinder of fraud and trover (New York). 
Cleveland v. Barrows iii, 
separate actions upon separate stipulations of 
contract. Coe v. Goetschins vii 
prior action for same cause. 
plea of prior action in abatement. Findley 
v. Kei ii, 
when an action is ‘‘pending;” transfer of 
pending causes to new court. Wegman v. 
‘hi . 


effect of former action as to the same subject, 
where another party was joined. Ritter 
v. Worth 
prior action for part of same demand. 
O’Beirne v. Lloyd 
Administrator ; see executors and administrators. 
Admiralty ; see shipping and admiralty. 
Admissions ; see declarations and admissions ; 
confessions. 
Adoption ; see descent. 
Adulteration, 
what is a “ sale or exchange” of a a 
milk (New York). Flander v. People .. 
wrongful acts of servants; knowledge ‘of 
principal necessary to guilt Verona Cheese 
Co. v. Murtaugh.. 
selling ‘adulterated ‘milk ; " knowledge (New 
York). Verona Cheese Co. v. Murtaugh, vii, 
297; State v. Smith 
sale of adulterated article ; declaration neces- 
sary by seller, under 35 and 36 Vict. Pope 
v. Jearle 





iii, 306 
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Adulteration—-continued. 


PAGE. 
selling adulterated milk; powers of legisla- 
ture. Polinsky v. People. ocecccceces xvii, 433 


Adultery, 


connected topics : marriage ; divorce. 
bill of particulars in action for crim. con. 
Tilton v. Beecher (remarked on) ...x, 374, 399 
divorce procured by fraud no defense to charge 
of adultery. State v. Whitcomb xx, 416 
husband as a witness ; actual marriage to be 
proved ; insufficient certificate (New York). 
Dunn v. Kingdom 
what is sufficient proof of marriage in trial 
for adultery. State v. Bowe 
confession of adultery to counsel on former 
trial. Branford v. Branford 


Advancement, 


connected topics : devise and legacy; child- 
ren, ete. 

debt due from child distinguished from ad- 
vancement. Morr’s appeal 

what should be deemed advancements: rights 
of child born after making of will. San- 
ford v. Sanford i 

release of claims construed not to apply to 
advances after date of will (Eng.). Everett 
v. Everett... .. -Xvi, 

when to be ascertained and declared in n decree 
for partition. Hobart v. Hobart 

question of advancement or gift. 


exclusion of declarations of father as to ad- 
vancements already made. Sanford v. = 


evidence of advancements. 
Dougherty 


advancement. Mulford v. 


Adverse possession, 


connected topics : real property; ejectment ; 
limitation of actions. 
occupation under contract of purchase, not 
adverse. Grinnell, re 
requisites of adverse possession ; possession 
under executory contract of sale. Furlong 
rere ery xviii, 
possession of one tract of section. Coleman 
. Eldred ii 
whe amounts to. Ousby ». Jones . . -Xvii, 
requisites of adverse possession ; presump- 
tions. Cahill v. Palmer 
what sort of use constitutes. East iicoptes 
Tr v. Ki xv, 
what possession is adverse. Taylor v. Dan- 
bury, etc. Co., ii, 152; Figg v. Mayo, iii, 389; 
Close v. Samm, ii, 272; Jackson v. Birner, i, 
20; Newman v. Young’s lessee......... ii, 
possession of predecessor lacking title. San 
Francisco v. Fulde wih ai, 
continuous possession , Rayner v. Lee... .iv, 
effect of possession without title as against 
intruder. Ford v. Belmont 
adverse possession of one tenant against an- 
other. Millard v. McMullen 
mutual easement in common stairs and halls 
of business block ; adverse occupation by 
one owner. Dillman v. Hoffman ... xiii, 
adverse use of easement as against husband 
and wife jointly seized. Coe v. Walcott- 
ville M. Co ‘ 
mines ; overlapping claims. Maine B. J. Co. 
v. Boston T. Co i, 375 
right of tenant of manor to minerals under 
long user (Eng.). Seddon v. Smith....xv, 333 
rules as to adverse possession applied to case 
of entry under lease made pursuant to yd 
sale. Sands v. Hughes 80 
under comptroller’s deed. Finlay v. Cook, ri 103 
by mortgage. Crook v. Glenn 494 


Adverse possession—continued. 


Agency ; 





PAGE, 
Towle 


, 883 


lands granted in violation of statute. 


asserting claim. 
; llollister v. Young, 
ii, 111 
disclaimer of adverse possession. Cadwala- 
der v. App ri, 209 
declarations negativing adverse ownership. 
Breidegain v. Hoffmaster 82 
grant void of lands held adversely, under 
order of court. Christie v. Gage ii, 385 
deed of grantor out of possession void for 
maintenance, (German Ins, Co. v. Grim .iii, 72 
entry under mistake as to boundary does not 
avoid conveyance of owner of land entered 
on. Gorman v. Birmingham.... .....xx, 54 
color of title. Barker v. Swan’s lessee... .ii, 
when statute begins to run on void lease. 
Magdalen Hospital v. Knotts 
under void deed. Cincinnatus First Soc. v. 
Osborne 
Hilton v. Bender 
disputed boundaries ; line fences ; agreements. 
settling line by agreement. Smith v. McKay, 
xvii, 471; Bader v. Zeise, xviii, 136; Sher- 
wood v, Warner 94 
ancient line of division acted on by ae 
proprietors. Hathaway v, Evans 14 
agreeing todivision line. Robinson v. Phiitips, 
x, 412; viii, 219 
WAG ©, TOR xe kasvnstcsucbdiacsieed iv, 316 
agreement of adjoining owners not to disturb 
each other. Devyro v. Schaefer 
running line between adjoining owners, Col- 
lins v. Benedict 119 
adverse possession of wood land ; fence line 
different from boundary line of record ord 
York). Pope v. Hanmer...... ékanes 
question of boundaries ; monuments. 
On awed oa iv, 338 
practical location of boundary by agreement 
and building fence. Brace v. Beckwith, vii, 41 
parol agreement valid if acted on. Smith v. 
Hamilton ; iv, 267 
effect of line fence. Meyer v. Weigman, xvi, 69 
Sones ¥.. Beit. .....0.0402sc000000 otiae-acd xvii, 414 
building fence on line designated by referees, 
Foulke v. Stockdale (with notes) ....... xi, 151 
fence beside creek boundary; adverse posses- 
sion. Yates v. Van DeBogert 97 
see also brokers ; factors; sale ; vendor 
and purchaser ; embezzlement, etc. 
as to acts and declarations of agents, see also, 
declarations and admissions ; res geste. 
as to payment to agents, see payment, 
in general. 
subscriptions for books ; agent’s authority and 
liability. Stoddart v. Warren 
delivery of goods by agent in payment of his 
own debt; owner may maintain trover 
against creditor receiving. Rodick v. Co- 
burn . xviii, 357 
agent may enforce mortgage given him to 
secure credit to principal. Varney v. Hawes, - 
xix, 


acts of occupancy ; 
v. Richardson, ii, 112 


scope of authority, etc. 
power of attorney to draw checks, etc., con- 
strued. Craighead v. Peterson xvii, 214 
scope of power of attorney to sign mortgage. 
Cones v. Neligh...... sabe eeh onde cess xv, 873 
question of implied authority of agent to in- 
dorse check. Charles v. Blackwell ... xv, 354 
general words of power of attorney controlled 
by subject-matter of agency Holtzinger 
v. Corn Exchange Bank 305 
implied authority in agent to execute promis- 
sory note. Park vy. Lasher 150 
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cy—continued. PAGE. 
scope of employment under authority to man- 
age farm. Bolingbroke v. Swindon New 
rere 3 
agent authorized to receive payment on sale 
of ship, not authorized to receive advances, 
Whiton v. Spring xviii, 
selling agent cannot barter or pledge. Victor 
8. M. Co. v. Heller 
implied power to assign right of action, 
ger v. Bowles 
revocation ; death. 
acts of agent after agency revoked. 
v. Coddington 
question of constructive revocation. Claftin 
SIL 5G. o ahinacé SaieGRas ae ceu ns xiv, 
revocation of power of attorney, notwith- 
standing covenant not to revoke. Walker 


14 


—_— 


termination of agency by forming copartner- 
ship. Hoppock v. Moses. 

relations of principal with selling agent not 
changed by agent’s entering into partner- 
ship with third party. Palmer v. Bagg, xi, 

authority of agent with interest not termi- 
nated by principal’s death. Merry v. Lynch, 

xviii, 

when not revoked by death of principal. 
Lightner v. Strasburg Bank xv 

authority of substitute revoked by death of 
agent. Lehigh Nav. Co. v. Mohr 

relations of principal and agent to each other. 

liability of principal to sub-agent for compen- 
sation. U.S. Ins. Co. v. Hessberg....xiv, ¢ 

deposit by agent of principal’s money mixed 
with his own; action by principal. Van 
Alen v. Am. N. Bank 

conversion of promissory note by agent; 1 
of principal. Coit v. Stewart 

agent not to act for two principals. 
v. Hanchett 

agent acting for both parties. 
Spring 

right of agent ordering and paying for gute 
to recover price from principal refusing to 
accept. Green v. Feil 

action by principal against agent purchasing 
land for himself with principal’s funds. 
Firestone v. Firestone 


Green wood v. 


commercial agent. 

rule as to amount of Pc obi recoverable by 
agent from negligent sub-agent. a 
My Os os ahi endes es seosscisersece xi 

violation of duty by settling bill at diemwans 
for his own benefit. Union Ref. Co. v. 
Pentecost i 

delivery, etc., required from agent in pur- 
chasing goods ordered. Heinemann v. 
Heard ii 

liability of principal to third parties. 

action against principal not barred by recov- 

ery against agent. Beymer v. Bonsall (with 


imputing knowledge of agent to principal. 
Hoover v. Wise (in full) xiii, 164; xiv, 

illegal contract made by agent treated as that 
of principal. Pulver v. Burke 

liability of principal for torts of sub-agent. 
California Bank v. W. U. Tel. Co......xvi, 

liability of principal on sealed contract of 
agent in own name. Briggs v. Partridge 

xvi, 98; xiii, 

set-off against principal of agent’s debt; means 
of knowledge of agency. Borries’ v. Im- 
perial O. Bank 

knowledge of fraud on agent’s part. Sage v. 
M03 cvbsadevns<isicccus o-eee-XVi, 478 





Agency—continued. PAGE. 

se wing-machine company liable in exemplary 
damages for violent intrusion of agent into 
plaintift’s house. Singer M. Co. v. Hold- 

fod an 

when principal bound by agent's representa- 
tions as to notessold, Ahern v. Goodspeed, 

xvii 

liability of principal for fraud of agent. Swire 

v. Francis (in full) .xvii, 


principal liable for fraudulent acts ‘of general 
Dougherty v. Wells, Fargo & Co. 
vi, 
evidence of prior fraud of agent in action 
Blake v. Albion L. 8. 


agent. 


against principal. 
Soc. (in full) 
agent’s knowledge of defects in title as 
against principal. Bennett v. Buchan, xix, 
statements by general agent as against prin- 
cipal. Ashmore vy. Penn’a §St. T. Co., xii, 
question of liability of agricultural club for 
negligence of their agent in re-delivering 
cattle sent for exhibition. Goslin v. Agric. 
xiv, 
parol evidence to show principal of one sign- 
ing as trustee. Pease v. 
proving agency by parol as against unnamed 
principal. Weston v. McMillan i 
ratification. Fowler v. Pearce. 
agent purchasing land for another not bound 
to disclose his agency. Hughes v. Young, 
xXx, 
Cobb v. 


172 


what is not disclosure of principal. 
Knapp 
liability of after-discovered principal. Jessup 
v. Steurer rN 
filing of affidavit of proof against estate of 
insolvent agent not an election barring re- 
sort to principal afterward discovered, 
Curtis v. Williamson Mi, 
non-disclosure of agency ; right ‘of set-off 
against principal. Dixon, er parte ....xv, 83 
evidence of ratification. Wright v. Burbank. 
iii, 393 
Frazer v. Freeman... iii, 253 
Foster 


239 


trespass by agent. 
presumption as to credit to principal. 
v. Persch 
when notice to, is notice to principal. 
v. Chicago, ete., 
general and limited authority. Lister v. Allen, 
ii, 336 
agent acting ostensibly as principal parties. 
Scott v. Grand Trunk R. R , 153 
secret agreement by umes 3 
share of profits. Ritter v. Leh 
R.R 


agent for 
igh Valley 
xix, 520 
presumption of credit to principal on sale to 
known agent. Ferris v. Kilmer vi, 305 
purchase of goods of agent employed only to 
solicit orders. Abrahams v. Weiller. xviii, 456 
liability of disclosed principal on written con- 
tract signed by agent. Calder v. Dobell, iii, 311 
contracts signed by agent for foreign princi- 
pal; words of agency in body of contract. 
Paice v. Walker 
testimony of principal as to agent’s authority. 
Hardy v. Cheney .....--.  - .-++-++++5 ii, 
signing of contract by agent unable to read; 
Foreman v. G. W. xviii, 177 
liability of agent to third persons. 
liability of agent signing in own name, where 
there are words showing agency in body of 
contract. Ogden v. Hall (in fu2l) 231 
personal liability of agent exceeding author- 
ity. Bellisle v. Clarke = 283 
Whitney v. Merchants’ U. Ex. Co , 421 
liability of agent rms in own name. 
Beymer v. Bonsall xiv, 297 
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Agency—continued, 


question whether personally liable on sale to 
Southwell v. Bowditch, 

xiv, 
agent issuing scrip fer foreign government, 
Goodwin v. Roberts, 


unnamed buyer. 


not personally liable. 


xii, 
liability to creditor of agent of debtor charg- 
ing himself with debt in settlement with 
principal. Putnam v. Field iv, 
action against agent selling land without 
authority ; measure of damages. Godwin 
bt pase OR ECO EOE 4, 
evidence of agency in action against agent 
personally. Merritt v. Briggs 
Aliens ; see also, naturalization. 
aliens not made citizens by provision of Minne- 
sota constitution giving them right to vote 
and hold office. Lanz v. Randall ....xviii, 
deseent ; alienage of common father as be- 
tween brothers. Smith v Mulligan ....v 
escheat of alien's lands. 
Ettenheimer v. Hefferman 
right of aliens aiding rebellion to recover 
proceeds of cotton paid into treasury. Car- 
lisle v. United States (in full) 
alienage no defense to violation of bankrupt 
act. Olcott v. McLean 
alien aiding rebellion not entitled to recover 
for cotton confiscated. Young v. United 
eee Pedeesahsnnedesemawen xviii, 
Almanac ; see time. 
Alteration of instruments ; 
Statute of frauds ; 
wills, 
in general ; deeds ; bonds, ete. 
fraudulent erasures and filling of banks. 
Angle v. Northwestern Ins. Co, (in full), xiii, 
effect on covenant of alteration of deed after 
delivery. North v. Henneberg (with notes), 
xviii, 242, 
inserting name of grantee after execution. 
Upton v. Archer.... oe) A, 
effect of alteration of description of land after 
delivery. Marcy v. Dunlop.. vy, 
presumptions as to alterations in instrument 
offered in evidence. Hoey v. Jarmin, xvii, 
alteration in will; burden of proof. Guard. 
house v. Blackburn (with notes) ii 
erasure in written contract. Pattinson v. 
Luckley iii 
filling blank with name of mortgagee after 
execution; ratification, Trundy v, Erken- 
brack.. 
bond altered by mistake held good as origin- 
ally drawn. Casine v. Ree............. x, 
alteration of number of municipal bond. 
Force v. Elizabeth (with notes) 
authority to fill blank in sealed instrument 
may be by parol. State v. Young.... xvi, 
immaterial alterations. Western B. Ass’n v. 
Fitzmaurice 
notes, bills and checks. 
burden of proof as to alteration. Meikel v. 
State S. Inst’n (with notes)............ vii, 
adding interest clause to note. Locknane v. 
Emmerson (with notes) 
alteration by filling blank, as to interest, not 
operative against bona fide holder. Rain- 
bolt v. Eddy (with notes) i 
immaterial addition to interest clause of note. 
MOORE G. PRUMOG o.oo vicccconccases xviii, 
change of rate of interest in note. ~— v. 


see also, sureties ; 
negotiable instruments ; 


adding interest clause. McGrath v. Clark, x, 


PAGE. 


198 


Crane v. Reeder, v, 36 


a ae | erererer rere ry rer rrr x, 1 


maker leaving blank not released on subse- 


8 





Alteration of instruments—continued. 
quent insertion of interest clause. Blakey 


PAGE. 


v. Johnson (with notes).............. xviii, 323 


addition of words as to time and rate of inter- 
est. Schnewind v. Hacket 
alteration of amount of note to smaller 
amount. 
in date of bill of exchange. Herschman v. 
Budd «50g 
filling up bill of exchange signed i in blank as 
promissory note. lLuellen v. Hare ii, 
changing ‘‘order” to ‘‘ bearer” 
evidence. Booth v. Powers 
alteration of date. Vance v. Lowther.. 
Union N. Bank v. Roberts 
i os. ee eee 
power of attorney toconfess judgment Rte | 
by alteration. Burwell v. Orr 
alterations by taker of note, when justified. 
Taddiken v. Cantrell 
in note made subject to conditions of mort- 
gage. Goodenow v. Curtis 
adding new signer. Dickerman vy. Miner, xv, 
severance of memorandum on note a material 
alteration. Benedict v. Cowden (with notes), 
vii, 
filling blanks ; rights of bona fide transferee. 
Patterson v. Bovard (with notes). . 
inserting name of bank where payable, not 
an objectionable alteration in Indiana. 
Gillaspi v. Kelley (with notes) i 
maker not liable for criminal alteration of 
note filled out, but with blank spaces. 
Knoxville Bank v. Clark (in full) 
liability for note negligently left blank and 
fraudulently filled out. Abbott v. Rose, xi, 
insertion of name of payee after delivery. 
Hardy v. Norton ii 
surrender of altered note; right to sue on 
original contract. Meyer v. Huneke.. . viii, 
alteration afterward erased ; rights of inno- 
cent holder. Shepard v. Whetstone (in 
full) 
fraudulent alteration of draft; circumstances 
to excite suspicion. White v. Continental 
N. Bank ii 
burden of proof. Hayden y. Goodnow.. . viii, 
fraudulent alteration of check by stranger; 
right of bank paying it to recover back the 
money. Espey v. Cincinnati N. Bank (in 
full) 
see also, Aldrich v. Hockley... 
Burwell v. Orr 
Wyman v. Yeomans. 
Rainbolt v. Eddy (with notes)........... xiii, 
Jamestown F. & T. Bank v. Lucas 
Organ v. Alison 
Duker v. Franz 
Kennedy v. Crandell 
Schneider v. Rapp 
Kountz v. Kennedy 
Wait v. Pomeroy 
what alterations are material. Flint v. Craig, 
iv, 
Oriental B. Corp. v. Beilby 
immaterial alteration of note. 
Mitchell 
Manuf. etc., Bank v. Follett 
amendment; see plegding and practice ; 
action ; referees, ete. 
Animals ; see also, game ; larceny ; cattle. 


as to transportation of; see carriers ; railroads. 


as to sale of infected animals, see sale 
other connected topics: negligence ; real prop- 
erty. 
cruelty to. 
lawfully shooting dog and leaving it to die in 


xv, 394 
Heins v. Cargill (with notes), xvii, 358 
153 
523 
217 


80 
250 


49 
91 
13 


iv, 203 


69 





58 
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Animals—continued. 
pain, no offense under English act. Powell 
v. Knight iii 

authority of New York society for prevention 
of cruelty toanimals ; equitable cognizance. 
Davis v. Society, « 

cruelty; English act as to baiting animals. 
Pitts v. Millar 

duties of owners. 

liability for keeping animals fere nature. 
Congress, etc., Spring Co. v. Edgar (in full 
and with notes.) xix, 413, 

liability of owner of dog trespassing and kill- 
ing sheep, without proof of scienter. — 
not v. Larson (with notes) 

when scienter need not be proved. Smith v. 
Cook (with notes) 

evidence of scienter; dogs. Applebee v. 
Percy xi, 

the scienter ; disposition of dog to bite. Flans- 
burg v. Basin 

keeping dog known to be vicious. Muller v. 

cKesson. . ‘ > Se 

notice of viciousness to ‘owner ; Wisconsin 
act. Slinger v. Heamsman 

malicious injury; what amounts to malice. 
Reg. v. Welch (with notes). ......... xiii, 

risk assumed as owner ; negligence. Cragin 
v. N.Y. C, 

liability of dt. a rams trespassing in field 
where ewes are kept. Cargill v. Mervyn 
(with notes) 

owner liable for horse kicking and biting 
—— mare through fence. Ellis v. 

ftus Iron Co i 

infection communicated from sheep pastured 
under license ; false assurances by ener 
astodanger. Eaton v. Winnie. 

joint liability of tenants for animals kept by 
them in common. Jack v. Hudnall. .xiii, 

dogs killing sheep jointly; liability of owners. 
Carroll v. Weiler x, 

action under New Hampshire act to compen- 
sate owners of sheép killed by dogs. East 
Kingston v. Towle iv 

New ampshire act as to damages by dogs ; 
owner's right of hearing; making towns 
liable. East Kingston v. Towle 

liability of owner of dog trepassing. Chanot — 


horses frightened by vicious dog. Mann v. 
Wiland (with notes) 
injury from vicious dog. Lynch v. McNally, 
xvii, 
injury to plaintiff's health by fear of dog try- 
ing to bite. Hall v. Atkinson (in full), xiv, 
trespass for setting dog on plaintiff. Hanchett 
v. Bassett 

child bitten while meddling with wagon rd 
dog guarding it. Meibus v. Dodge... . xiii, 

killing of dogs by officer; entering private 
premises. Blair v Forehand 

action against neighbor for killing watch- -dog. 
Uhlien v. Cromack X, 

placing poisoned meat in inclosed garden to 
kill dog; English act. Daniel v. Janes, xvi, 

Annuities, 

connected topics: trusts ; devise and legacy. 

Carlisle tables not authoritative as measure 
of life interest. Shippen’s appeal... ...xv, 

question as to deduction of taxes and commis- 
sions from sum bequeathed. en v. 


value of annuity by Carlisle tables ; pane 
evidence. Rowley v. London, etc., R. R., 
viii, 
Potts v. 


ascertaining value of annuities. 


PAGE. 


36 


Annuities—continued. 


Appeal ; 





PAGE. 
continuing charge on rents and profits. ee 

v. Coulton 75 

question of fund on which to be charged. 

Martin v. Bostock 378 

see also, judges and courts. 

other connected topics: exceptions; writ of 
error ; new trial ; judgment. 

Tennessee act for affirmance of judgments 
where judges equally divided. Perkins v. 
Scales. ... 

when constitutionality of act is properly in- 
volved in action; within statute as to 
appeals. (N. Y.) People v. Schoonmaker, vii, ¢ 

limitation of appeals from judgments less 
than $500; power of legislature. (N. Y.) 
Butterfield v. Rudde 

computation of amount ; exclusion of interest. 
Josuez v. Connor. 

amount of claim as affecting appeal. (N. Y.) 
Petrie v. Adams 

Brown v. Sigourney 

Roosevelt v. Linkert 

amount of subject of controversy. People v. 

xiii, 
equitable action for less than $500; not ap- 
pealable to court of appeals. (N. Y.) Bur- ° 
leigh v. Center xviii, 
in general ; what orders and judgments are ap- 
pealable. 

conditional orders not appealable. 
v. Brinkley v, 

what is an actual Steeminstion authorizing 
appeal under N. Y. code, § 352. Kellogg 
v. 

what judgments are interlocutory under N. Y. 
code. Cambridge V. N. Bank v. Lynch, 

xix, 

what isa final judgment. Barker v. Cocks, vii, 

how far order erasing case from docket isa 
judgment. Woodruff v. Bacon 

St. Clair county v. Livingston 

intermediate orders involving 
os judgment. (N. Y.) 
Belde 


Brinkley 


merits and 
Hackett v. 


sodinhuear orders not reviewable. (N. Y} 
Att’'y-Gen. v. Continental Ins, Co 
order reviewing special proceeding. (N. Y) 
WE Midens « adeaskies canis xiv, 
question whether decree of sale to pay debt 
was final and appealable. North C. R. R. 
v. Swasey i 
appeals from interlocutory orders. (N. Y.) 
Colman v. Dixon vii, 
order held not to involve merits or substan- 
tial rights. (N. Y.) Hughes v. Mercantile 
Ins. C ii 
order striking out answer as frivolous. 
ester C. Bank v. Spencer 
irregularity in form of judgment. 
Sayre 
appeal from order for new trial without ap- 
peal from judgment. (N. Y.) Ludington- 
v. Miller 
order setting aside verdict as against evidence. 
Felton v. Brooklyn...... 96 
order of general term reversing judgment be. 
low but not granting newtrial. (N. ¥ 
Rust v. Hansels i, 35 
appeal from general term where new trial 
ranted on question of fact. Wright v. 
352 


order on application for new trial not reviewa- 
ble. (N. Y.) Colin v. Tifft . v, 44 
amendable variance not a ground of appeal. 
Divoll v. Hencker 
order of stay of proceedings not appealable. 
(N. Y.) Schmidt v. Levy . ............ V> 


Roch- 


Reeder v. 
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Appeal — continued. 
judgment by default not reviewable. 
Y.) MeMahon v. Rauhr 
Flake v. VanWagener. ...............-- iz, 
order denying motion to vacate judgment not 
appealable. (N. Y.) Schaettler v. Gar- 
diner 
order sustaining demurrer. (N. Y.) Elwell 
v. Johnson vii, 511 
orders overruling demurrer. (N.Y.) Garner v. 
Harmony SL nrcieaanateanvacied® xix, 362 
reversal of order sustaining demurrer. (N. Y) 
Coit v. Stewart 
from order on motion for new trial. 
Samuels v. Eve. Mail Association ae 


B 4 to extend time for demurrer. People 
We NEE 5 cc siddsc neds chvasemedeaw -xii, 
order reversing order quashing return and 
directing mandamus. People v. Clyde, xvi, 
order refusing to compel disclosure of plaint- 
iff’s address. (N. Y.) Corbett v. DeComeau, 
xix, 

order denying motion to set aside execution. 
(N. Y.) Underwood v. Green . 
order vacating order as to bill of particulars. 
ET ROD cae. + 0csionces ae xii, 305, 
from order opening foreclosure sale. Crane 


other New York cases as to when appeal lies. 

Tucker y. Leland 

Baird v. New York 

Jones v. Ludlam 

Chesterman v. Eyland 

Lawrence v. Farley 

Bastable v. Syracuse 

A Cee xvi, 

fs eae Serr reres xvi, 

Wagner v. Long I. R. R 

Martine v. Lowenstein 

Whitney v. Townsend 

Hanover Ins. Co. v. Tomlinson 

Ackerman vy. Bussing 

Mehl v. Walbecke 

Coulter v. Am. M. U. Express Co 

Livermore v. Bainbridge (with notes) ix,408.x, 

| SP re ce ix, 

Dixon Cruc. Co. v. New York Steel Works, ii, 

Birdsall v. Birdsall; Hubbard v. Copcut . ii, 

People v. Boardman 

Miannay v. Blogg... 

Wilkin v. Raplee. Sere er ere Tr ee . Vili 

Wright v. Miller... 

Freeman v. Kendall 

White v. Del, Lack., 

Ferris v. Aspinwall 

Folger v. Fitzhugh 

Taber v. Gardner 

Bennett v. Morehouse......... .....-..2+. i, 

Buffalo, etc., R. R. v. Johnson i 

Roome v. Nicholson 

Kelly v. Corn Exchange Bank 

Allen v. Shepard 

Ludlow v. Knox 

BD Ws SOE. 6 00's svccccedecvunssssaas i 

De Baronte v. Deyermand i 

Arnold v. Robertson 

appellate jurisdiction of New York supreme 
court on orders of court below. Baker v. 
Remington y 

taking appeal ; notice ; practice: 

accepting part of judgment and attempting to 
appeal from another part. Murphy v. 
Spaulding > 

agreement ineffectual to dispense with statu- 
tory requirement of assignment of errors. 
Lewis v. Parsons 

failure to serve case below may be remedied 





Appeal — continued. 


by order of the court. 


GE, 
7 
service of notice ; adverse parties under New 
York code. Walsh v. Cooke 346 
requisites of notice of appeal under New 
ork code, $353. Begleyn v. Chase....iv, 299 
Notice of appeal under § 371, New York code. 
Putnam v. Heath ii, 280 
failure to object to jurisdiction in notice of 
appeal. Avery v. Woodbeck 191 
notice of entry of judgment to limit appeal. 
(N. Y.) Chase v. Bibbens xvi, 281 
notice of limitation of time. Wilson v. Pal. 
WOE 5 vxtsacdennand Adeal sees «bi nate xviii, 455 
discretion of supreme court as to allowance 
of appeal. (N. Y.) People v. Fowler..x, 168 
discretion of lower court as to setting aside 
regular judgment. Foote v. Lathrop....ii, 28 
question of estoppel to appeal. Ogdensburg, 
etc., R. R. v. Vermont, etc., R ii 
waiver of right to appeal. 
v. Hart iii, 210 
power of lower court to correct record. — 
v. Home Ins, Co , 897 
leave to appeal to court of appeals. (N. Y. ) 
Deutsch v. Reilly xix, 
enlarging time for appeal. (N. Y.) Sherwood 


enlarging time by agreement of — 
(N. Y.) Baldwin v. Rapplee 
time for appeal under § 11, New York cain. 
Cushman v. Brundrett vii, 
order to enter judgment that appeal may be 
taken. (N. Y.) Skinner v. Quin 
practice on appeal from judgment of district 
court. (N. Y.) Elias v. Babcock 
proceedings in higher court. 
trial de novo on appeal. 
Jacoby 
review of facts by appellate court. 
v. Moser; Clemence v. Auburn 
review of facts by general term. 
Van Valkenburgh v. Am. P. Ins. Co. .xvi, 
inferences to support judgment. Walsh v. 
POMS 66050066 cccsscbsessesececes 64 iv, 
objection that pleading and proof do not sup- 
port judgment, not to be first taken on ap- 
peal. Thayer v. Marsh xix, 
effect of general objection on appeal. Tooley 
v. Bacon , 515 
admitting evidence to support judgment on 
hearing of appeal. Wines v. New York, xvi, 413 
conforming to proof on appeal. (N. Y.) Pea- 
body v. Speyers iii, 190 
review of facts on appeal in action to reform 
contract. Moran v. McLarty xviii, 418 
how far decision of judgeof first instance on 
testimony to be respected on appeal. Bigsby 
v. Dickinson iv, 416 
joinder of legal and equitable defenses on ap- 
peal. Van Orman v. Merrill 
statement of facts under § 333 of code. 
cox v, Cameron 
motion papers a part of record on sane 
(N. Y.) Miller v. Post vii, 346 
appeal presenting nothing. Smith v. Starr, xv, 514 
New York practice as to frivolous appeals. 
Whitney v. Cook i 
motion for reargument denied where point 
relied on was not on record. (N. Y.) Hunt v. 
Church xix, 36 
refusal to reverse for error not injuring appel- 
lant. Allis v. Northwestern Ins. Co., xvii, 474 
discontinuance of appeal. (N. Y.) Mackay v. 


Dart v. 


(Iowa.) Fortney v. 


(N. Y.) 


appeal from order heard by consent. 
Gillies 
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Appeal—continued. PAGE. | Arbitration and award — continued. PAGE. 


Arbitration and award ; 


giving preference in hearing cause in court 
of appeals. (N. Y.) Bassett v. Bassett, iv, 141 
in what court judgment to be entered on 
verdict. (N. Y.) Barker v. Wing iii, 170 
reversing as to some and affirming as to other 
defendants. (N. Y.) Arthur v. Griswold, x, 153 
order of restitution on judgment of oer 
Marvin v. Brewster Iron Co 141 
setting aside judgment on remittitur. (N. Y 5 
Miller v. Eggert viii, 316 
filing remittitur; order staying a (N. ¥. ) 
Cushman v. Hadfield.... ........ viii, 379 
dismissal ; costs. 
dismissal by court on own motion for jurisdic- 
tional defect. Brookman v. Haswell... .v, 43 


laches in applying to have order dismissing 
appeal vacated. (N. Y.) McElwain v. Erie 
R.R.. 


motion to reinstate appeal after dismissal. 
ce. &. ) Jones v. Adams. . Xvi, 

rules governing costs. (N. Y). Hoffman v. 
Barry 


ern 
appeal from county court to supreme court, 
under § 344,N. Y. code; costs. W codhuey 


the bond or undertaking ; sureties. 
power of judge to take security not to be del- 
egated. (Miss.) O’ Reilly v. Edrington, xvii, 
reducing amount of security on appeal. (N. Y.) 
ee SE Ferrer xix, 
validity of territorial act authorizing judg. 
ment against sureties on appeal bond. Beall 
New Mexico vii, 
amending undertaking. (N. Y.) Lingke v. 
Wilkinson 
appeal bond to be signed by appellant. (R. T ) 
Townsend v. Hazard 
undertaking given in appeal from justice’s 
court, held to cover subsequent appeals. 
PE NG ss dnc csncdecntinee steer’ v, 126 
as to qualification of attorneys to be sureties 
on appeal. (N. Y.) Watson v. Gardiner, v, 105 
liability of sureties on dismissal of appeal. 
(N. ¥.) MeSpedon v, Bouton viii, 250 
surety not released by principal’s discharge 
in bankruptcy. Knapp v. Anderson, xvii, 94 
liability of estate of deceased joint obligor. 
(N. Y.) Wood vy. Fisk ...xii, 363 
undertaking on appeal not enforceable by 
original creditor after attachment of judg- 
ment. Welble v. Spelman 
discharge of sureties on appeal bond by judg: 
ment creditor ; rights of subsequent incum- 
brancer. Barnes v. Mott xiii, 431 
action on undertaking ; notice. (N. Y.) Porter 
v. Newton 390 
cnien on undertaking; notice of entry ‘of 
judgment. Rae v. Beach 
action to recover money paid on appeal bond. — 
(N. Y.) Yager v. Babcock 


Application of payments ; see payment. 
Apprentices, 


connected topics : infancy ; parent and 
child ; labor and services. 
indenture void as to minor, but binding on 
father joining therein. Ford v. McRay, vi, 243 
apprenticeship dissolved by enlistment in 
army. Johnson v. Dodd x, 266 


Appropriation of payments; see payment; banks. 
Appurtenances ; 


see real property ; easements ; 

ecds, 

see also, referees. 

submission, a discontinuance of pending suits. 
Lorillard v. Philadelphia xviii, 500 

consideration of submission ; undertaking by 


Army 





one party to do act for which he was not 

legally competent. Yeomans vy, Yeomans, i, 139 
arbitration clause in agreement; effect in 

creating condition precedent. Collins v. 


broker made referee as to quality of goods not 
liable for want of skill, etc. Rappa v. ag 
i, 435 
question as to awarding stakes in boat race. 
Sadler v. Smith 
revocation by one party. 
revocation before submission is acted on. 
Wood v. Lafayette 
waiver of arbitrator's oath. Newcomb v. 
PD thik e.cckiciteee tegen hain ne amen xviii, 476 
when not binding for irregularities ; taking 
oath ; notice. Day v. Hammond ......xi, 304 
dissension amony arbitrators. Harryman v. 
Harryman i 
sufficient certainty ; mere errors of judgment 
by arbitrators. Perkins v. Giles...... vii, 265 
receiving unsworn testimony. Sanborn v. 
iii, 142 
Dinn v, Blake, 
xii, 124 
leaving matters to jury where doubt exists 
whether included in submission. Keaton v. 


mistake of law by arbitrator. 


the award. 
— good in part and bad in part. Whitcher 
Whitcher 
impeaching award. Morewood v. Jewett... .ii 
action to correct mistakes in award. Bissell 
v. Morgan ...... 
right to stop performance on refusal to per- 
form by other party. Perkins v. Giles. v, 158 
judgment and award, how reviewed. (N. ¥) 
Turnbull v. Martin... . 
judgment on award not appealable. 
Wilson v. Williams iii, 
second award correcting clerical error in first; 
awarding costs. Mordue v. Palmer 
taxing costs under special agreement. 
v. Buckingham . iv, 107 
award of costs; English practice. ner 
v. Mayor of "Newcastle .... . , 438 
setting aside awards under rule of court 
Cutler v. Wall 415 
action on award ; when award not final. His. 
oO” eee ..Xviii, 198 
award not a bar to new action. Smith v. Hol- 
comb i 


Averill 


Architect; see buwiiding contracts. 
Arms; see also, militia. 


validity of act prohibiting ordinary carrying 
of arms. Andrews v. State(with notes),vii, 165 


’ 
connected topics: militia; war ; United 
States; bounties ; pensions ; apprentices. 
authority of state courts to order discharge 
of minor enlisting in federal military ser- 
vice. Tarble, re (with notes), vi, 301; Zs 187 
, 138 
enlistment of minors; jurisdiction of pe 
courts (with notes) iii, 69, 70, 88 
McLave, ve (in full) 75 
jurisdiction of state courts to discharge minors 
wrongfully enlisted. McConologue’s case 
(with notes) ..Viii, 20 
release of infants entering military service on 
false affidavit of age. Silverstein, re....v, 181 
desertion of drafted men. Harvey v. Peck- 
ERE EEE OPS ES 3 scnmael ii, 114 
validity of contract for furnishing recruits to 
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PAGE. 
Powers v. Shepard, 


Army—continued. 
United States service. 


agreement to procure substitute for drafted 
man. O’Hare v. Carpenter 
acts done by military officers under president’ 8 
orders; pleading. Bean v. Beckwith... .ix, 
acts done under military authority ; presi- 
dent’s proclamations. Bean v. Beckwith, x, 
allowances to officers for servants’ pay; act of 
1864. United States v. Gilmore 
prima facie proof of official character and 
right to Pay. United States v. Henry, ix, 
provost marshals ; their duties, etc. Hawley 
i, 


, 109 
240 
125 
, 460 

64 

82 
255 


partnership of sutlers ; act of 1862. Wolcott 


Arrest ne imprisonment, 
connected topics : bai ; false imprisonment ; 
sheriffs and constables ; writ and process ; 
assault ; duress ; habeas corpus. 
in criminal cases. 
right to resist unlawful arrest. Goodman v. 


resisting arrest by posse. Rogers v. State, xix, 

sufficiency of indictment for obstructing po- 
lice officer. State v. Maloney 

assault on officer making arrest without war- 
rant; effect of acquittal on offense for which 
arrested. Commonwealth v. Coughlin, xvii, 

arrest on suspicion by police officers. Marshall 
v. Smith i 

assault by officer on drisoner in custody. Skid. 
more vy. State 

arresting without warrant in possession . 
Codd v. Cabe 

killing officer attempting illegal arrest not 
murder. Poteete v. State 

proof of official authority of police officer 
assaulted. Commonwealth v. Kane; same 


, 301 


in civil cases. 
arrest of defendant brought into state by 
illegal device. Smith v. Meyers 
orders of arrest under N. Y. code; 
must appear in complaint. Bowery N. 
Bank v. Duryee (in full) iii 
warrant of arrest under non-imprisonment 
act. (N. Y.) People v. Spier.......... xx, 
arrest and attachment as concurrent remedies 
in New York. R. I. R. R. v. Bood o«Kl, 
mail carrier exempt from arrest on civil pro- 
cess. United States v. Bean (with notes). 
xii, 
arrest for conversion of personal property; 
what facts will support order of. a v. 


52 
66 


369 


75 
for concealing property under § 179, N. Y 
old code. Barnett v. Selling 352 
tn case of joinder of claims. 
splitting demands; civil arrest not allowable 
if lawful only for part of debt (R. I.) Corey 
xx, 336 
joinder of claim authorizing arrest with one 
not. Goodale v. Finn. .. ..........2000 x, 316 
order of arrest not sustainable, if arrest im- 
per for any one of causes of action. 
Madge v. Puig xvii, 
in cases of fraud or fiduciary capacity. 
arrest in action for deceit not affected rf 
bankruptcy. Whitehouse, re. ......... ii, 157 
fraud in selling goods under New York “ 
Hathaway v. Johnston 
partner not liable to, for copartner’s rand 
under N. C. code. McNeely v. Haynes, xv, 212 
banker taking money after he knows he is in- 
solvent, liable to arrest under New York 


56 


Arrest and imprisonment—continued. PAGE. 
act. Roebling v. Duncan (remarked on). 
xiv, 426, 284, 286 
what must be alleged, where fraud the basis 
of arrest. (N. Y.) Thorp v. Waddingham, 
iii, 49 
arrest for money received in fiduciary capac- 
ity. (N. Y.) Roberts v. P ix, 81 
Prouty v. Swift.. 
property received by broker in Pr mePrnon 
capacity. Palmer v. Hussey viii, 
fiduciary relation; proof of, to justify arrest. 
German Bank v. Edwards 
Buffalo F, & M. Bank v. Sprague 
generally ; practice on orders of arrest. 
discharge of imprisoned debtor under N. Y. 
WE: “TONG, OW: os oS ectentidssinns xvi, 
execution against the person; limitation. 
Sohmidt v. Heitner.... «4 600620..0 00006 xx, 
discharge from imprisonment a satisfaction 
of judgment, notwithstanding stipulation 
to the contrary. Bonesteel v. Garling- 
188 
vacating orders of arrest after judgment. 
(N. Y.) Elwood v. Gardner (remarked on), 
307 
reviewing order of arest. Wright ee > 812 
stipulation not to sue for false imprisonment, 
as a condition of vacating order of arrest. 
Wilder v. Guernsey.... . xix, 
bankruptcy not ground for release of prisoner. 
Brandon N. Bank v. Hatch 
bond given on arrest barred by discharge in 
bankruptcy. Hubert v. Horter 12 
action on undertaking given on order of ar- 
rest. (N. Y.) Parshall v. Hammond 381 
refusal of order of arrests under § 1241, new 
code. (N. Y.) Cochrane v. Ingersoll. .xvii, 313 
powers of N. Y. court of oyer and terminer. 
People v. Brennan v, 217 
what may be tried on motion to vacate order 
of arrest ; New York practice. pense, v. 
ix, 110 
setting aside order of arrest after imprison- 
ment of execution debtor. Pinckney v. 
Hegeman 
setting aside order of arrest conditionally. 
(N. Y.) Elwood v. Gardner 
order by county court releasing person im- 
prisoned for debt. (N. Y.) Bullymore v. 


206 
175 


401 


Arson, 

description of premises in indictment for 
arson. (N. Y. statute.) Morrill v. People, 

vii, 171 

setting fire to partly constructed building. 
People v. McGarry 

burning house at instance of owner not arson, 
State v. Haynes (with notes) 

accidental setting of fire while committing 
another offense. Queen v. Faulkner — 

174 


) 
husband burning wife’s house. (Mich.) Feds 
der v. People (with notes) 
evidence of subsequent distinct offense to 


show guilty purpose. Kramer v. Common- 
wealth ii 
burning building to defraud insurance com- 
pany ; evidence of declarations, former at- 
tempt, etc. Commonwealth v. Bradford, 
xix, 
Assault on police officers ; see arrest and impris- 
onment 
other connected topics: criminal law ; rape, 
ete. 
to what extent one may resist assault on 
house. State v. Patterson (with notes)..x, 212 
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Assault — continued. 
amount of force justifiable in resisting assault, 
Close v. Cooper 
assault with intent of murder; 
Runkle v. State 
use of force by Catholic priest ma a 
sacrament, to compel manager of alms 
house to quit room. Cooper v. McKenna, 
xvii, 
demanding pay for reserved seat at fair after 
admitting plaintiff free ; ejection for refu- 
sal to pay. McGoverney v. Staples .. 


(remarked on) 
felonious assault under N. Y. act. Filkins 
constructive assault ; illicit intercourse while 
under contagious disease. Hegarty v. 
Shine (with notes).......... .....+. xviii, 
conviction for assault when part of act of 
rape. Commonwealth v. Dean x, 
particular acts of unchastity admissible for 
defense in action for indecent assault. 
Ford v. Jones 
indecent assault ; Queen v. Lock, 
xiii, 200; vii, 
plea of not guilty; entry after verdict. (Wis.) 
Davia v. State..........0.06- ereer re iii 
with weapons. 
charge of assault with dangerous weapon. 
(N. Y¥.) People v. Carey i 
evidence of knife previously in a 
Commonwealth v. Roach 
assaults with deadly weapon ; unloaded pis. 
tol. State v. Napper 
indictment for assault with dangerous weap- 
ons. McKinney v. State 
damages ; aggravation, ete. 
vindictive damages. Linde v. Elias...... iv, 
provocation. Dolan v. Fagan vi 
compensation for physical injuries and injury 
to feelings distinguished. Wilson  v. 
Young (remarked on)... ......-..-+...- ix, 
mental sufferings of injured party in aggre. 
vation of damages. Smith v. Holcomb. . 
evidence of provocation to mitigate damages 
for assault. Dolan v. Fagan 
Assessment; see taration ; municipal corporations. 
ent of notes and bills; see negotiable 
instruments. 
under lease ; see landlord and tenant ; under 
contract for purchase of land, see vendor 
and purchaser ; of crops, see that title ; for 
creditors, see assignment for creditors. 
in general. 
assignment of right to recover tolls pledged. 
Long v. F 
security carried by assigning debt. Bates. 
ville Inst. v. Kauffman. ........... ... z, 
assignment of exclusive privilege not a war- 
ranty that privilege exists. Carpenter v. 
Minturn ii 
of judgment ; what rights pass by it. 
cCullough 


consent, 


right ‘e sue national bank for usury assigna- 

le. Wright v. Greensburg N. Bank (in 
full) iii 

assignment of fund in court ; 
(Eng.) Stuart v. Cockrell 


stop-orders. 


claims inst United States not assignable. 
United States v. Gillis 
government claims not assignable even as be- 
= parties to assignment. Spofford v. 
rk : 


PAGE. 


.vii, 219 
by pointi | loaded gun. Comm. v. White 





Assignment—continued. 
rights of assignee of warehouse receipt. 
Second National Bank v. Walbridge ...iv, 
conditional acceptance of order. Foster v. 
Balmforth... iii 
acceptance of order payable on house being 
finnished. Robbins v. Blodgett. ... eae 
of contracts for service. Hayes v. Willis. . 
defeasance of assignment by unsealed memo- 
randum. Parks v. Comstock 
of wages, ete. 
assignment of future earnings. Harrop v. 
Kane vy. Clough 
order for wages; what amounts to accept- 
ance. Lawrence vy. Fox ii 
assignment of wages; revocation. 


equitable assignment by contractor to creditor 
of payments coming due under contract. 
Young 8. D. Co. v. St. James church....v, 

novation. 

what amounts to equitable assignment of 
RS. reer rr: XxX, 

when no formal acceptance is necessary of 
order on comptroller of school fund’ for 
payment due contractor. People v. New 
York Comptroller 

what amounts to novation of debt. 
Christie 


of rent; mere order to pay, not an assignment. 

Alger Wp MOU Skcis Sec cans bedacsceeeue’ ix, 
of causes of action. 

of right of action for deed of land. Bissel v. 
Morgan.. 

of cause of action for deceit in sale of land. 
Lawrence v. Montgomery. .. x 8 

action by assignee of bond given ‘by partner. 
ship. Merrill v. Green x, 

action for personal tort not assignable before 
judgment. Pulver v. Harris 

of cause of action for deceit. 
Montgomery 
I We MINION dua anes eicccncds viii, 

assignment of claim; question as to proper 
plaintiff. (N. Y.) Broderick v. New York, 

iv, 

right of action for condition of dedication 
broken, not assignable by grantor and heirs. 
Rich v. Rock Island xix, 

assignee of litigated claim as collateral for 
loan, not liable forcosts. Peck v. Yorks, xix, 

of claims ; suit by assignee. Spiker v. 


assignment of claim pending suit; 
for costs. Dowling vy. Bucking . 

when assignors need not be joined in — 
Batesville Inst. v. Kauffman 

liability for costs of assignee of claim pa 
Barton v. Speis. 

burden of proof in suit by assignee of chose 
in action. Bradley v. Rhine’s adm’r. ..i, 

Assignment for creditors; see also, bankruptey 

and insolvency. 

validity of assignment for creditors at com- 
mon law. Reed v. McIntyre 

validity of common-law assignments, not- 
withstanding bankrupt act. Cook v. Rogers 
(with notes) iii 

effect of bankrupt act on assignment under 
state law. Beck v. Parker 

general assignment under state law an act of 
bankruptcy. Globe Ins. Co. v, Cleveland 
Ins. Co. (in full) 

validity of assignment to creditors executed 
six months before bankruptcy proceedings. 
Mayer v. Hellman (in full) 


PAGE. 
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Assignment for creditors — continued. 
title of assignee for creditors to effects of in- 
solvent outside of state; comity. Paine v. 


Lester (with notes) iii, 123 


assignment to resident in another state takes 
effect when deposited in mail. Johnson v. 
Sharp (with notes) . 
assignment by infant. Yates v. Lyon. .v, 122, 268 
assignment, when valid though not acknowl- 
edged or recorded. Brady v. Otis 
deed of trust for creditors — from date 
and not record. Wynne, re. 
operation of foreign assignments in New York. 
Ockerman vy. Cross i 
effect of bankruptcy. 
jurisdiction of state court not ousted by 
bankruptcy unless pleaded. Haber v. Klau- 
berg .... 
general assignment void as against bankrupt 
act. Globe Ins. Co. v.Cleveland Ins. Co. xiv, 232 
— nment for creditors under state law, 
ile bankrupt act in force. Bostwick v. 
Burnett 418 
assignment. for creditors followed by bank- 
ruptcy; how farassignment is valid. (Miss.) 
Walker, re xviii, 178 
title of trustee under state law not divested 
by discharge in bankruptcy. Lavender's 
lessee v. Gosnell 
judgment and levy after assignment for credi- 
tors, as against subsequent assignee in bank- 
ruptcy. Dolson v. Kerr ii, 37 
claim for disbursements of assignee on sub- 
sequent bankruptcy of debtor. Lains, re, 
xvi, 
assignment as against subsequent bankruptey 
proceeding. Kimball, re 
Von Hein v. Elkus 
Dolson v. Kerr 


assignment of firm property under state laws; 
effect of subsequent bankruptcy proceed- 
ings. Johnson v. Rogers (in full) 
assignment by bank directors under state 
laws ; validity under bankrupt act not to 
be questioned by debtor. Shryock v. Bashore, 
xv, 194 
operation of assignment for creditors to pre- 
vent judgment creditors obtaining priority 
over assignee in bankruptcy afterward ap- 
pointed. Beisenthal, re..... ..... .- Xv, 875 
Sraudulent assignment ; preferences. 
fraudulent conveyance by insolvent to trus- 
tees; English act. Spencer v. Slater, xix, 301 
question of fraudulent conveyance; declara- 
tions of assignor as co-conspirator. Newlin 
v. Lyon i 
fraudulent assignment by insolvent. 
v. Rhoades . 
how far general assignment with preferences 
is valid. Williams v. Pitts 
Haydock v. Coope 
right of giving caeibounen in assignment for 
creditors. Hauselt v. Vilmar 
preference of debt to wife. 
well 
assignment not a defense to action ‘keer 
ment-creditor to reach property fraudu- 
lently transferred. Fort S. Bank v. Leggett, 
viii, 140 
duties of assignee; pro- 


Rhoads 


effect of assignment ; 
ceedings. 
what passes ; when not real estate. 


see also, Mims v. Armstrong 

validity as against assignor of assignment for 
creditors not embracing his whole property. 
Schuman v. Peddicord , i 
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question of title between firm creditor levy- 
ing against one partner and assignee for 
creditors, Staats v. Bristow xvii, 334 

power of county court to stay action against 
debtor after assignment. (N. Y.) Butler 
v. Thompson xvii, 248 

power of county judge under New York acts. 
Morgan, re x, 411 

vesting of title in assignee ; renunciation after 
formal acceptance. Brennan v. Wilson, xvii, 132 

trustee for creditors not to relinquish trust 
until performed, Handley v. Pfister... .iii, 380 

duty of party taking fund for creditors from 
one to whom debtor made void assignment. 
Keiley v. Dusenbury xix, 498 

duty of trustee of property conveyed to pay 
debts. Becker v. Williams 

failure to file schedule under New York act. 
Produce Bank v. Morton 

failure to file inventory as required by statute. 
(N. Y.) Croughwell, ve 430 

bond not void for mere informality. Klauber 
v. Charlton iii, 378 © 

action by assignee on insolvent’s note ; coun- 
ter-claims ; inter-state comity. Fuller Vv. 
Steiglitz (with notes) 367 

authority to assignees to sell on credit; re- 
turn of surplus. Morrison v. Brand, viii, 222 

when right to impeach mortgage does not 
pass to assignee for creditors. Flower v. 
Cornish 

sale by assignee under invalid assignment. 
Rockwell v. McGovern 

assignee not personally liable for rent of 
premises occupied by assignor. Knicker- 
bocker Ins. Co, v. Patterson xviii, 474 

proceedings under N. Y. act; jurisdiction of 
county judge to compel assignee to account. 
Farnam, matter of xviii, 455 

creditors’ action to compel acounting by as- 
signee. Books v. Myers 66 

substitution of equally valuable property for 
that taken in trust; rights of creditors and 
trustee in bankruptcy. Cook v. Tullis, x, 139 

removal of assignee under New York act. 
Cohn, matter of... xx, 352 

rights of assignee no greater than those of 
‘debtor. Hodgson v. Barrett 36 

lease valid against bankrupt, valid against 
assignee. Goss v. Coffin xvii, 391 

setting aside assignment at suit of creditors. 
Yates v. Lyon 

right of holder of note to dividend on full 
amount from estate of indorser, without de- 
ducting amount from estate of maker. 
Bair’s appeal (with notes)... ..... ... Xiv, 335 

charging creditors’ counsel fees against trust 
fund, where trustee refuses to take pro- 
ceedings to annul fraudulent conveyance. 
Leiman, matter of 

set-off by depositor in case of assignment by 
bank. Harrisburg Bank v. Sherlock...xvi, 155 

refusal to allow counsel fees of creditors from 
estate. (N. Y.) 

when composition dednages debtor. 
ziger, 7€ 

composition deed ; accounting of assignee. 
(N. Y.) Horsfall, re . xix, 162 

assignment of firm debts to third party ; re- 
lease by some creditors without condition as 
to action of others. Goldenburgh v. Hoff- 


creditors not proving claims barred by decree. 
Kerr v. Blodgett 

discharge not v ritiated by accidental omission 
to set forth debt in petition. Hall v. Rob- 
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Associations, 
connected topics: churches; clubs ; 
rations ; subscriptions. 

suing association in name of its president. 
(N. ¥.) Schuylerville N. Bank v. Lasher, 
xviii, 

action on notes given between members. 
Crater v. Bininger 
joint-stock associations (N. Y.); how sued. 
Schuylerville N. Bank v. Lasher.. 
unincorporated joint-stock compan ; personal 
liability of members. Frost v. alker, viii, 
refusing to interfere to protect rights of 
a peal unincorporated society. Bauer's 


corpo- 


appea 

rights of members of benevolent societies ; 
failure to Pay assessments. Ill. Masons’ 
Ben. Soc’y v. Baldwin iii 

action by member of association on contract 
with association. McMahon v. Rauhr...vi, 

associations under act of 1851. (N. Y.) Waller 
v. Thomas 

voluntary association; rights of menses 
PENNE ©. TOOE onc cccrcnncnes 46-09 

Attachment; see also, garnishment ; sheriff Po 
constable ; writ and process; execution ; 
creditor's bill ; as to attachment of person, 
see arrest and imprisonment ; contempt. 
what is attachable. 

mail wagon and horses not attachable while 
in use. Harmon vy. Moore (with notes), vii, 

of estate of non-resident afterward going into 
insolvency in state of residence. Kidder v. 
Tufts iii 

of rent not due. Evans v. Hamrich 

exemption of property in hands of assignee 
in bankruptcy. Cunningham, re 

how far pension money is exempt. 
v. Aldrich 

money collected by officer on legal process 
not liable to attachment. Hardy v. Tilton, 


Spelman 


xviii, ¢ 


attaching residuary interest of debtor in 
money brought into court. (N. Y.) —T 
v. Patterson Ins. Co. (in full) 

attaching seat in stock exchange. 
Houston 

money received by defendant railroad on 
tickets sold for other roads, attachable. 
Everdell v. 8S. & F.duL. R.R.... 

question as to title of copy of family photo- 
graph by artist; seizure on execution 
against artist. Wright v. O’Brien, .ix, 373, 

purchase-money for land levied on, attachable 
by judgment creditor. Heath v. Page ..v, 

property left by sheriff in defendant’s hands 
and forfeited by illegal use. Doherty v. 
Campbell Pe CR Ce eee viii, 

practice in attachment proceedings. 

insufficiency of affidavit; appeal; New York 

practice. Steuben County Bank v. Alber- 


ger 
the affidavit; what facts will support; amend- 


ing by affixing seal. (N. Y.) Talcott v. 
Rozenbarg 
uisites of affidavit. 
arshall 
— of affidavit. (N. Y.) New York v v. 
net 
notice accom ing attachment ; description. 
Drake v. ridg 
notice in attachment suit of dis pendens. Rod- 
what is a valid levy on real estate. rer tl 
v. Bonner 
attachment of land in possession of third pe 
son under unrecorded deed. (N.Y.) Eaeasant 
v. Cheshire 


PAGE. 


278 
i, 104 
.-xix, 178 
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PAGE, 

proceedings by attachment without personal 
service ; effect of judgment. Easterly v. 
Good win ’ i; 1 

not void for omission of christian names of 
plaintiffs in writ. Barber v. Smith ....xx, 275 

application of § 227, old code, as to issue of 
attachments. (N. Y.) Allen v. Meyer, xvii, 272 

- 8s in hands of carrier; giving bond. 

. Y.) Campbell v. Conner xvi, 263 

cumitigins service under New York acts. 
Gere v. Grindlach 

service of writ under Rhode Island act. 
Whitaker v. Jenckes 

of collateral in hands of creditor; notice by 
sheriff; specification. (N. Y.) Clarke v. 
Goodridge i, 478 

of goods when personal service might ~~ 
been made. (R. 1) Weldon v. Wood. ...i, 240 

proofs necessary to give justice jurisdiction in 
action commenced by attachment. (N. = ~ 
Schoonmaker vy. Spencer 

issue of, Ld county judge in New York. Webb 
v. Bailey ix, 

attachment issued but not levied before re- 
covery of judgment. Lynch v. Crary, viii, 

in New York marine court, against residents. 
Hainland v. Wehle Vv 

in case of fraud under New York act. Cooney 
v. Whitfield reo f 

practice under New York act in case of non- 
residence of defendant. Goodkind v. Strick- 
land iii, 

of partnership property in case of absconding 
partner. (N. Y.) Schundt v. Colm 

against absconding partner; Maryland act. 
Johnson v. Matthews 

under new New York code; motion to vacate 
by subsequent lienor ; affidavits. Steuben 
Ce. TRE V. BERNIE Gi vccaccccnned Xviii, 

motion to vacate attachments. (N. Y.) God- 
frey v. Godfrey 

motion to discharge ; affidavits; New York 
practice. Rowles v. Hoare 

keepers’ fees. Lynch v. Myers 

when order granting attachment is appeala- 
ble. Allen v. Meyer 

decision of lower court as to issue of, not re- 
viewable. (N. Y.) Sartwell v. Field. .xv, 

sale of attached goods ; right of purchaser as 
against subsequent attachments against 
vendor. Klinck v. Kelly 

attachment creditor’s remedy for interference 
with attached property. Foulks v. Pegg, iv, 


the bond or undertaking. 


undertaking given on release of attachment ; 
when continues in force; though attach- 
ment set aside; defenses. Bildersee v. Aden, 


undertaking for firm not discharged by death 
of one partner, Cockcroft v. Claflin ..vii, 394 
sureties liable, though recovery only against 
part of defendants. Gilmore v. Crowell, viii, 302 
attachment bond must be sealed or sureties 
not liable. State v. Thompson (with notes), 
vii, 262 
serving the undertaking. (N. Y.) Raymond 
rte ee 
undertakings in attachment under New York 
acts. Van Loo 
consideration of undertaking on attachment ; 
effect of setting aside of attachment. = 
dersee v. Aden 
action on attachment bond, where j Se shat 
against co-defendant. Campbell v. Brown,xv, 124 
sureties on attachment bond released by 
ag ag s discharge in bankruptcy. Payne os 
Ab. eccccccce 





89 
04 


62 
10 
01 


OASE-INDEX. 65 





Attachment — continued. PAGE, 
sureties on bond to dissolve attachment not 
released by principal’s bankruptcy. Wolf v. 
DE Gado nibtthndt0ud bbiihls ies nendcee xix, 280 
damages for wrong attachment. 
liability of creditor for seizure of wrong 
property. Welch vy. Cochran.......... xii, 329 
damages for attachment afterward abandoned 
where judgment has been obtained on re- 
attachment. Lazarus v. Ely ..........xx, 136 
Attorneys, 
as to attorney’s services, see also, bounties ; 
pensions. 
concerning relations to court, see also, contempt. 
as to taxes on, see constitutional law; muni- 
cipal corporations. 
other connected topics : 
contracts, 
in general, 
imprisonment of attorney assigned to defend 
prisoner and refusing......---...... ua, & 
liability for employment of attorney by one 
of parties jointly interested in suit. Smith 
ie Rs Gorctkbl i inbh) dhastane ane iv, 112 
extent of counsel’s right of freedom of speech 
in‘argument. Coble v. Coble; Brown v. 
Swineford (with notes)........... ... xx, 363 
advice of counsel no excuse for breach of con- 
tract. Kenerson v. Henry............. iii, 235 
non-resident attorney not entitled to admission 
to bar; Wisconsin act. Mossness, re. .xiii, 401 
invalidity of gifts by testator to solicitor. 
(Eng.) Morgan v. Minett .......... .-xvi, 208 
duty of attorney to demand payment of 
account before suing. (Eng.) Rinder v. 
Deacon (with noten) ....2...0c:ccccece xiv, 222 
compensation recoverable for services as 
attorney in advocating claim on government. 
Stanton v. Embry (in full) ......... ooak¥, 261 
effect of injunction against one client, on duty 
of attorney as to another with connected 
but different rights. Slater v. Merritt, xviii, 455 
agreé@ment by attorney to obtain light punish- 
ment for defendant in pending prosecution, 
void. Wight v. Rindskopf. ......... xvii, 211 
purchase by attorney of outstanding title for 
his own use. Smith v. Brotherline ....ii, 476 


champerty ; tllegal 


disbarment. 
causes for striking attorney’s name from the 
roll. Dickens’ case (with notes)........ vi, 27 
wrongful appropriation of taxes received as 
collector. Delano’s case....... ...... xix, 37 


withholding money collected and encouraging 
litigation. (Ind.) Reilly v. Cavanaugh. ..ii, 523 

for collusion in manufacture of fraudulent 
evidence in divorce suit. Gale, matter of, 


xix, 95 
by federal courts for misbehavior. Robinson, 
IE 55:00 050.0556 speck seddonsscancess x, 349 


threats of personal chastisement by attorney 

to judge out of court. Bradley v. Fisher, vi, 308 
privileged communications with client. 

privilege confined strictly to members of legal 
profession. McLaughlin v. Gilmore (with 
EN is 6 4:b ah Gosahs.60 44a s. 60 Awe oe xviii, 122 

privilege of accused as to communications 
with his attorney. Duttenhofer v. State 
OPPO COTO SORE ETT xix, 83 

threats made by client against opponent in 
suit, not privileged. State v. Mewherter 
once dos cans tndegmes woe xviii, 263 

correspondence in prior action against plaintiff 
leading to action over against defendant. 
ee errr xvii, 270 

attorney not permitted to testify against one 
employing him to draw es of 
mortgage. Getzloff v. Seliger..... -xvii, 250 


9 





Attorneys—continue od. PAGE. 
what communications are privileged. M’Cor- 

et Seay ..-Xiv, 266 

People v. mast wares Sree xv, 243 

RE RRO + gh yelp gine ee 2 i, 101 

GUE DINO. . 0.000.040 ghkeehs-0044-4208h0008 of, 2 


Communications after litigation contem- 
oe: privilege. Fenner v. London, etc., 


5 ey ee. <TR . vii, 107 
nanos incidentally acquired by attorney. 
Hebbard v. Haughian ................ xv, 494 
communications with former client, Barton 
A eda vi, 307 
communications by suitor to unprofessional 
CGE. TMG © OI so Ives oacscsescaks i, 218 


when solicitor not compellable to disclose 
client’s residence. Campbell, ex parte, 
SR RRE P28 yates pee: -viii, 80 
attorney's authority. 
how far attorney has power to bind client by 


contract. Brooks v. Kearns ........ xviii, 316 
when notice to solicitor is imputable to client. 
Bradley v. Riches (in full)........... xviii, 172 
agreements not binding on client. Moses v. 
MEE 6 6 h4.0.00sie casgeibesede nie sae xv, 492 
authority to collect judgment revoked by 
client’s death. Turnan v. Linke...... Xv, 233 


setting aside satisfaction of judgment made 
by attorney without actual payment. De- 
Re 0. TEU. Soo Seagate enaenat hen ix, 155 
staying proceedings in case of action brought 
without authority. Reynolds v. Howell, viii, 253 
satisfaction of judgment by attorney without 
payment. Beers v. Hendrickson....... iv, 94 
power of attorney to discontinue and begin 
new action. Barnett v. Third Ave. R. R.,iv, 127 
authority to take appeal from order as to extra 
allowance. (N. Y.) Smith v. Rochester,iv, 12 
authority to compromise suit. Bonney v. 
MEE a.g:c:0. <nivcecbes-Cksnanoeeir aman ii, 461 
Temple ¥. ACEMAOR. i... ..o..<ss0c%028 xvi, 14 
questioning attorney’s authority to appear ; 
evidence. People v. Mariposa Co...... iii, 376 
conversion of money raised on mortgage by 
solicitor; question of authority to receive 
mortgage-money. Swinbacks, vx parte, xx, 237 
right of client to settle suit. 
settlement of suit by party. Carr v. Kohner,i, 21 
right of client to settle case. Simmons v. 


pS RC st bere retiree .eeseiv, 219 
right of client to settle; discontinuance. 
PINS V., WME... ccc tec cscnceeee xvi, 


agreements by attorneys as to pending causes. 
when attorney’s agreement need not be in 
writing. (lowa.) Meyer v. Funk..... xix, 518 
stipulation by attorney against abatement of 
action by death of party. Cox v. N. Y.C., 


DR re fe xii, 410 
verbal agreement with client as to costs. 
(Eng.) Jennings v. Johnson.......... viii, 253 
verbal agreements between attorneys. (N.Y.) 
Peeples ¥. BIOMORE. «0... cicccecaccncis viii, 283 
parol evidence of agreement between coun- 
sel. Bonney v. Morrill............0. . di, 461 


agreement between attorneys; how far 
binding on clients. Brooks v. Kearns. -xvi, 5: 

oral agreements of counsel out of court. 
Woodruff v. Fellowes............00000: i, 163 

attorney and client ; attorney’s negligence. 

action against administrator of ne -gligent 
attorney. Tichenof v. Hayes (in full).. -xx, 885 

liability of solicitor to client for negligence. 
Muteman v. Hawkins (with notes)....xix, 207 

liability for ignorance and negligence. Van 
Waldhofen v. Newcome .......... .. xv, 372 
SOGMINS FT, TRABREP . 0.06.05. cacccecss xvii, 333 
Walpole’s adm’r v. Carlisle ............iii, 215 


— 
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Attorneys—continued. PAGE. 
measure of damage for breach of ennai” 
contract. Quinn v. Van Pelt 
attorney receiving claim for collection jiable 
for negligence of his own attorney. Brad- 
street v. Everson (with notes) 
right to recover on note given for advances to 
client, even if liable to him for negligence. 
Brewster v. Frazier 
action for services ; unskillfulness. Bowman 
v. Tallman 
liability for money collected. 
summary proceedings to compel attorney to 
pay over money collected. Fincke, matter 
of (with notes) .Xvii, 
set-off by attorney sued for money collected. 
Noble v. Leavy iii 
compelling attorney to pay over funds by 
summary proceedings on motion. Porter v. 
Townsend ; Fincke v. Cornell 
Foster v. Townshend 
action against solicitor ordered by court to 
pay money. Brent v. Maryland 
not liable to repay money collected under or- 
der of court and paid over to client. Wil- 
merdings, ré.... ... bt$60046066646s.00%0:0 x, 
when liable for costs. 
when attorney liable for sheriff ’s fees. Cam P- 
, 347 
liability for costs, of attorney entitled to part 
of proceeds of suit as compensation, 
Voorhees v. McCartney 
liability of attorney for costs of action brought 
without authority. Jenkins v. Fereday, vi, 210 
personal — of solicitor for costs. (Eng. ) 
Gregg, 7 
cougunatiion ; action for services. 
county not bound to pay expenses or fees of 
counsel assigned to poor prisoner. Wayne 
County v. Waller (with notes) ....xx, 403, 
compensation of counsel not limited to statu- 
tory allowances to prevailing party. (N. Y. ) 
Hadley v. Ayers 
attorney’s right toretainer. Aldrich v. Rica, 
iv, 219 
Wal- 


109 


89 


73 


442 


44 


charges of attorney acting as broker. 
ker v. American N. k 

action by attorney against administrators for 
services ; limitations ; joint liability. My- 


gatt v. Wilcox vi, 421 

joining causes of action for professional ser- 
vices before and after death of client. 
Record v. Keith 

new retainer by executors; question of lia- 
bility for fees. Austin v. "Monroe 

action for professional services ; current rate 
of charges for similar services admissible 
in evideace. Thompson v. Boyle (with 
notes) xviii, 262 ; (in full), xviii, 

action by attorney for services not properly 
referable to another lawyer. Martin v. 
Windsor H. Co. (in full). panies Sais ales xv, 495 

proving items of attorney’s claim for services. 
Foster v. Newbrough viii, 300 

recovering for services ; licensed and unli- 
censed attorney practicing together. Hit- 
son v. Browne (with notes) iii 

nt. mer. for services; plaintiffs profes. 

sional standing, etc., proper subject for i in- 
quiry. Phelps v. Hunt 

action for services; evidence of value, 


290 


, 219 
questions as to attorney’s right to compensa- 
tion. Aldrich v. Brown iv, 219 
action for services in court in which not 
admitted, as attorney, expert testimony 
asto value of services. Harland v. Lilien- 





Attorneys—continued. PAGE. 
services to defendant individually and as 

trustee ; single judgment for whole amount. 

Bickham v. Smith ii, 358 
when an attorney’s claim is barred by limita- 
tions. Mygatt v. Wilcox (with notes), vi, 
258 ; Bathgate v. Haskin ix, 

special agreements with client. 

as to clauses for attorney’s fee on notes and 
mortgages, see Myer v. Hart (with notes), 

xx, 343; Daly v. Maitland (in full), xix, 492 
contract to pay specific sum to attorney out 
of proceeds of land if recovered. McPher- 


agreement by attorney to prosecute suit and 
share proceeds with client. Stearns v. 
Felker (with notes) vii, 246 
validity of assignment to attorney of prospect- 
ive costs in consideration of services; at- 
tempt to offset prior judgment against 
assignor. Perry v. Chester 
right of counsel in pending case to compensa- 
tion agreed on before bankruptcy; petition 
to enforce. Maybin v. Raymond.. - Xv, 
agreement of attorney to collect judgment 
and share proceeds invalid for concealment 
of facts from client. White v. Whaley, iii, 
action by attorney on agreement for share of 
property recovered in pending action. 
Burling v. King 301 
taking judgment by confession for agreed 
sum against client, in consideration of agree- 
ment to prosecute another action to final 
judgment. Carey v. Grant..... .. eseee 
attorney's lien. 
lien of attorney on land for services. 
Brown v. Bigley (with notes) 43 
attorney's lien subject to set-offs between 
parties. Saunders v. Gillett xviii, 476 
lien on securities. McPherson v. Cox...xvii, 373 
Bowling Green 8S. Bank v. Todd....... viii, 328 
attorney’s lien on judgment. Citizens’ N. 
Bank v. Culver (with notes) ii, 18 
lien on judgment. Jenkins v. Stephens, xvii, 191 
Pulver v. Harris.....viii, 251 
lien of attorney on judgment for compensa- 
tion; setttement by parties. basis v. 
| Wright 


71 


159 
(ne.) 


no lien on judgment for fees. 
Beveridge 
solicitor’s lien for costs. (Eng.) Gen. Sh. & 
Tr. Co. v, Chapman 
lien on money recovered for fees and costs. 
State v. Paschal 
Sullivan v. Pearson 
lien for costs. (Eng.) Mercer v. Graves. vi, 210 
solicitor’s lien on land in suit. (Miss.) Stew- 
art v. Flowers ii, 201 
lien on money collected. Paschal, re... .iii, 285 
right of attorney giving notice of claim for 
costs to prevent discontinuance. (N. Y.) 
Warner v. Canovan 
Auction, 
connected topics: 
chaser. 
auctioneer selling without disclosing name of 
owner, liable on implied warranty. Davie 
v. Blakeley (in full) 
liability of auctioneer selling without disclos- 
ing principal's name. Davie v. Lynch (with 
notes) 
advertised goods withdrawn from sale. Harris 
v. Nickerson (with notes) viii, 339 
omitting name of vendor from particulars of 
auction sale of land; statute of frauds. 
Sale v. Lambert (with notes) seccceccccslig Gae 


sale; vendor and pur- 
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Auction—continued. 

withdrawal of goods advertised. Harris v. 
Nickerson iii 

duty of auctioneer to call for name of buyer 
and make memorandum. Townsend v. Van 
Tassel i 

refusal to accept deed under auction sale, 
where attachment had subsequently been 
puton. Linton v. Hichborn 

action for non-delivery of goods sold at auc- 
tion ; effect of delay in clearing goods. 
Woolfe v. Horne ‘ 

agreement as to bidding up property at 
sheriff's sale. Grenier v. Leroux... .xviii, 

sale made voidable by auctioneer bidding. 
Parfitt v. Jepson 

estoppel of widow acquiescing in statement 
of auctioneer that property was clear of 
dower. Hart v. Giles.............. xviii, 

question on auction sale whether fee for each 
“ parcel ” was to be paid for each lot, though 
not sold separately. Miller v. Burke . .xv, 

what representations amount to warranty. 
Hawkins v. Pemberton 

puffers. Gilliat v. Gilliat 

mistake in advertisement ; verbal correction 
by auctioneer ; action by auctioneer against 
purchaser not hearing correction. Thomp- 
son v. Kelly 

auctioneer selling goods liable to distress, not 
justified in paying rent out of proceeds. 
Sweeting v. ‘ 

damages for neglect to fulfill bid; 
Bowser v. Cessna ii 

action against auctioneer barred by judgment 
satisfied against principal. Cockroft v. 
Muller . ii 

commissions of auctioneers ; 
Russell v. Miner 


resale. 


New York act. 


vy, 

what is trade of auctioneer under Ohio act. 
Crandall v. State . 

action by auctioneer for price; set-off by pur- 


chaser of debt due from employer. Grece 

MME, . 4 skank 4agssesian sanee ii, 
Autre fois acquit, etc. ; see criminal law. 
Baggage ; see curriers and connected titles. 


connected topics : arrest and imprisonment; 
sureties ; sheriffs and constables. 

arrest after indictment ; statutory powers of 
justices in New York. People v. Clews, xx, 

privilege of accused person out on bail: 
Gilpin v. Benjamin 

arrest and bail in second action for same cause 
as discontinued former action. People v. 
Tweed il 

in capital cases. (N. Y.) 

refusing, in case of homicide. 


People v. Perry .i, 
Foster v. State, 
xix, 
plaintiff liable for inducing refusal of suffi- 
cient bail. Gibbs v. Randlett (in full), xix, 
presumption as to degree of offense of pris- 
oner charged with murder and applying for 
bail. Vaughan, ex parte 
bail bond or recognizance. 
irregular bond taken by sheriff, not void. 
Steffens v. Earl (with notes) xviii, 
irregularities in recognizance. State v. Edger- 
ton (in full) xviii, 
must describelegal offense. Foard v. State, xviii, 
discharging judgments on forfeited recogni- 
zances on consent of district attorney Peo- 
ple v. Coman (remarked on) xi, 
forfeiture of joint recognizance by failure of 
principal to appear; effect of respite. 
Mishler v. Commonwealth ii, 358 ; iii, 
voluntary escape; defenses in action on bail 
bond, Bulkley v. Finch 


PAGE. 


153 


99 


146 
56 


i, 438 





Bail — continued. 
Gage v. State 
bond not forfeitable when defendant impris- 
oned in state jail. Buffington v. State, xv, 

duty of bail as to arrest of principal ; duty of 
sheriff. State v. Kramer... .......xx, 55, 

liability of surety where prisoner was volun- 
tarily discharged by sheriff ; action against 
sheriff. Cozine v. Walter x, 

conditions of surety’s liability. Beach v. 
Elliott 

seizure of principal in another state as fu- 
gitive from justice. ‘Taylor v. Taintor (in 
full) viii, 149; vi, 

Bailment; see also, pledge ; warehouses ; "factors ; 

stocks ; banks ; carriers and connected 
titles innkeepers ; sale. 

as to disposal of property by bailee, see conver- 
sion ; larceny ; trespass. 

liability of safe-deposit companies for theft. 
Safe Deposit Co. v. Pollock (with notes), 

xvii, 199; (in full) xvii, 

liability of bailee without reward; bonds left 
forsafe-keeping. Griffith v.Zipperwick,xvi, 

right of owner to replevy piano put on stor- 
age and sold without his consent. Quin v. 
Davis 

action by owner against bona ‘fide purchaser 
of rented piano, question of constructive 
fraud. Crist v. Kleber (with notes). ...xiii, 

liability of livery-stable keeper for — 
unsuitable horse. Horne v. Meakin ver" 


hirer of horse not liable for third party’s - 
proper act. Chase v. Moody (with notes), 
xiii, 
common law and statute lien on horse taken 
for keeping and training. Towle v. Ray- 
mond (with notes) 
fall of livery-stable keeper's coach-house on 
plaintiff's carriage. Searle v. Laverick, ix, 
question whether hides delivered to be tanned 
were sold or bailed; presumption of sale. 
Pritchett v. Cook 
bailee estopped to deny bailor’s title. 
v. Montauge 
delivery by bailee to wife without authority 
not a delivery to husband. Kowing v. 
Manly 
bailee for custody not authorized to sell. 
Thatcher v. Kaucher 
confusion of goods. Adams v. Meyers. . viii, 
carrier for bailee not entitled to lien for ser- 
vices as against owner. Gilson v.Gwinn, viii, 
delivery of materials for manufacture; ques- 
tion of title. Laflin, etc., P. Co. v. Burkhardt, 
xviii, 
Bankruptcy and insolvency; see also, assign- 
ment for creditors. 
other connected topics: fraud ; homestead ; 
illegal contracts ; receivers ; banks ; juris- 
diction ; constitutional law ; state, ete. 
I. jurisdiction ; conflict of laws ; effect of 
bankruptey on other proceedings, ete. 
II. commencement of proceedings ; miscel- 
taneous. 
. assignees ; their duties and liabilities. 
IV. proofs of debts ; claims and liens, 
V. preferences to creditors. 
VI. composition. 
VII. discharge. 
. partnerships and corporations. 


I. jurisdiction ; conflict of laws; effect of 

bankruptcy on other proceedings, ete. 
residence of parties immaterial as to jurisdic- 
tion over fund inhandsof court. Sabin, re, 
xviii, 


PAGE. 


12 
155 


33 


288 
210 


297 
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Bankruptcy and insolvency—continued. 


local law. Zug, re 
concurrent proceedings in two jurisdictions. 
Sherman v. Bingham 
Penn, re. Id. 
jurisdiction where creditor receiving prefer- 
ences is a citizen of another state. Paine v. 
Caldwell i 
jurisdiction where state is a creditor. 
ville & C. KR. RK. 
jurisdiction of federal court over suit in state 
court, founded on fraud. Schwarz, re, xv, 
question where discharged debtor and credi- 
tor are resident in different states, Hawley 


liability of maker of note to non-resident not 
affected by discharge under domestic laws. 
IN 665. tncies candaciees ons 7, 
protecting attaching creditors of non- “resident 
insolvent. Kedder vy. Tufts iii, 
action in state court by judgment creditor not 
made party. Powell v. Gilberts....... Xv, 
rights of attaching creditor in New York 
a prior Massachusetts assignment. 
elly v. Crapo 
suits by — nees in other federal courts. 
Lathro eee pehednecwsnes xiii, 
Goodal . Tuttle. . i 
Sederal courts. 
jurisdiction of district and circuit courts ; 
actions by assignee outside of district. 
Payson v. Dietz viii, 
federal jurisdiction not applicable to action 
by creditor to recover property fraudulently 
conveyed by baukrupt. Glenny v. Lang- 
Mek eceei bode ncsen: vdscdcradsseees xviii, 
= federal jurisdiction - actions by 
nee, Bromley v. Goodrich. XV, 
juriedte ction over preferred alien ‘creditors. 
Olcott vy. Maclean. ..... eee 
jurisdiction of federal supreme court under 
act of 1789. Long v. Converse 
Semietiction of supreme court. 


jurisdiction of circuit court, 
stock, Marshall v. Knox 
the concurrent jurisdiction of the circuit 
court, under § Bachman v. Packard, vi, 
powers ‘of circuit and district courts, Woods 
v. Buckewell sniienidnhiade ds iy * 
Burbank vy. Bigelow.. 
Oregon Pub. Co., 76...5..6.cescee sees xv, 
appellate jurisdiction ; practice. 
reviewing proceedings in circuit court, Ore- 
BD We A, OG cc cs nccced: <cacserces xv, 
supervisory jurisdiction of circuit court exer- 
cised on writ = error. Cleveland Ins. Co, 
v. Globe Ins, C q 
notice —— = appeal from Gaeta t —_ 
Wood v. Bailey i, 
practice in suing out writ of error. Knicker- 
bocker Ins, Co. v. Comstock. . viii, 
objections to — to be raised b 
exceptions. Duncan, 7¢ i 
certification of abstract questions. Haskell, re, 
iii, 
declaration of appeal under § 4984. Barron 
v. Morris xiv, 
limitation of § 2057. Witt v. Stickney...xv, 
revision of appointment of assignee by cir- 
cuit court. oods v. Buckewell vii, 
appeals to circuit court. Place, re ii 


Ins. Co, v, Com- 


PAGE. 
determining character of distributable assets; 
xvi, 372 


18 


350 


188 


456 
897 
207 


422 
201 
31 
82 


299 
124 


297 
167 


205 


Wood v. Bailey, xi, 381 


Casey, re...... viii, 
supervisory discretion of circuit court, Mead 
vy. Thompson. ... .. 
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PAGE. 
appeals to supreme court. Stickney v. Wilt, xi, 51 
appeal from circuit court »«»ervisory decis- 
ions. Hall v. Allen 95 
petition of review to circuit court; appeal to 
supreme court. Coit v. Robinson x, 348 


effect of bankruptcy act on state laws. 


state act as to false pretenses not superseded 
by bankrupt law. Abbott v. People. . xviii, 474 
date when federal act of 1867 became opera- 
tive. Chamberlain v. Perkins 
effect of amendment of 1874 to § 1 of the 
act. Kidder v. Horrabin 
state insolvent laws not suspended by federal 
act. Reed v. Taylor (with notes) ii, 23 
Geery’s appeal ii, 3382 
effect on state insolvent laws. 
drich 240 
state law superseded by bankrupt act. Cassard 
v. Kroner . 435 
validity of insolvent laws; debts due citizens 
of another state. Hawley v. Hunt. 
effect on state laws. Martin v. Berry. . 
Reed, petitioner. . 
state laws not abrogated by. Scully v. Kirk- 
patrick 
state concurrent jurisdiction of bankrupt 
fraudulently obtaining goods. Common- 
wealth vy. ix, 
sale of goods void under bankrupt act, though 
good under state law. Stanley v. Sutherland, 
xv, 4 


297 


effect of bankruptcy on attachment and other pro- 


ceedings. 
dissolution of attachment by. Duffield v, 
xvi, 187; xvii, 
levy by creditor as affected by dissolution of 
other attachments Steele, ve........ xvi, 
effect of adjudication as to subsequent attach- 
ment. Williams v. Merritt iv, 2 
effect of bankruptcy on attachments, Mason 
v. Warthen ; King v. London 
IGOR, COs cc cicctcctcccoccevscces xv, 
Hatch v. Seeley 
Valliant v. Childress 
Miller v. Bowles....... peaeenseaceenue xi, 
Marehall v. Knox. ..cccce os scccsece viii, 
Kaiser v, Richardson 
Hamilton v, Bryant 
Bowman y, Harding 
Conner v. Mallory ........... . 
Daggett v. Cook 
Bates v. Tappan 
Leighton v, Kelsey 
enjoining proceedings in state court, ~~ 
re 
staying attachment suit. Ray v. Wi 
sheriff's claim for fees of attachment 
by bankruptcy. Zeiber v. Hill... 
practice as to dissolution of attachments. 
Dickerson v. Spaulding . Xv, 
attaching creditor defeated by bankruptcy 
not entitled to costs. Irons, ve x viii, 
paying costs of dissolved attachment from 
fund. Holmes, ex parte 
question of allowing fees on attachment 
avoided by adjudication. Jenks, re....xv, 397 
assignment under state insolvent laws; at- 
tachment against vessel of insolvent arriv- 
ing in port of another state. Kelley v. 
Crapo (remarked on) 199 


effect on proceedings in state courts ; judgment 


liens ; mortgages. 
effect of bankruptcy on proceedings under 
state acts for services to vessel. Norton v. 


invalidity of proceedings in state court after 
bankruptcy. Taylor, ex parte xvi, 101 
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Bankruptcy and insolvency—continued. PAGE. 
MOOS ¥. THOTUOE. 66 ois éccceseesedeer xiii, 103 
Whipple, re..... hia dae elated tddiee xiii, 169 
Morris v. N. Y. National Bank...... .. xv, 146 
eT: DONE odin cs dacewcaveesdveees x, 347 
OR acts 6inisascensneeiadeeten viii, 124 
CONE ©. DURIROE © ook soto cee codcnsess i, 23 

actions by bankrupt pending at time of adju- 
dication. Towle v. Davenport........ xvii, 127 


plaintiff’s right to sue in pending action not 
affected by voluntary application in bank- 
ruptcy. Negley v. Jeffers ... 
liens obtained by adverse suits; invalid 
against assignee subsequently appointed. 
Smith v. Buchanan (in full) ....... .iii, 88, 
effect of adjudication on pending appeal. 
PURINE, THOR. 600 bv vcicce- ccaeead iii, 
effect on proceedings to foreclose mortgage. 
DP WOMEN o ttccaes aversacacaens xiii, 
LOGUE FT. TEAMIA 66 osc ccvceeseeens viii, 
foreclosure proceedings enjoined by bank- 
ruptcy court. Duryea, rée............ xvii, 
decree of foreclosure not precluded by adjudi- 
cation pending proceedings. Jerome v. Mc- 
So cbscisndnwide sseeseeesebanes xvi, 
assignee as party to foreclosure suit under 
prior mortgage. Winslow v. Clark ....vi, 
setting aside proceedings of creditor to enforce 
deed of trust. Smith v. Kehr......... vi, 
effect of bankruptcy on prior judgment. 
Buchanan vy. Smith (in full) ...... » we; 
staying suit in justice’s court on ground of 
bankruptcy. Holden v. Sherwood... .xvii, 
continuing suit commenced before bankruptcy 
to enforce mechanic's lien. Clifton v, Fos- 


action for fraud of bankrupt in state court 
not suspended by bankruptcy. Horton v, 


Ns canceebe bene dednawaradans Kees vi, 4 


effect of bankruptcy proceedings on execution 
levied within fourmonths, Beers v. Place,iv, 
sale of debtor's land by sheriff under state 
judgment after petition filed. Thompson 
i PE n.d ns ee dgnsehavdes sulemsese sca 
action against attaching creditor by assignee, 
Bracken v. Johnston...... ...:-+serees xv, 
rights of state court to direct distribution of 
money held by sheriff. Weld vy O'Brien, iv, 
right of assignee to go behind judgment of 
‘Ten creditor, McKinsey v. Harding... .ii, 
staying execution on judgment obtained 
ey: Monroe v, Upton, vii, 
effect of proceedings on lien of executions. 


SN OW an aenc aad seveness suas sedesien xvi, ¢ 


execution creditor bound by order of bank- 
ruptey court in proceedings initiated by 
Sk eee Xv, 
proceedings by creditor under § 5106; assignee 
as party. Bonsfield, 7¢...............xvii, 
right of assignee to have entries in action in 
name of bankrupt stricken out. Home Ins. 
Ci Oy TRON 6 6 asc cicesticccsncesawed xiv, 
stay of new suits under § 21; charges of 
fraud, Minon v. Van Nostrand......... ii, 
state act regulating distribution of funds of 
insolvent bank; effect of federal bankruptcy 
act. Simpson v. City 8. Bank......... Xv, 
right of one from whom assignee has taken 
| pee as eee of bankrupt, to replevy. 
Mghton ¥. HATWOOE: ....02c80ss06s006 xi, 
collateral attacks by assignee on title of pur- 
chaser under judgment of state conrt, on 
ground of want of jurisdiction. Valliant v. 
I kth sin hddbebeeeaae ones eke xi, 
liability of sheriff levying. 

compelling sheriff making levy after bank- 
ruptcy toaccount. Grinnell, re; Miller v. 
SPM i sccvcneys seadecsscecenaeies :, 


437 


97 
376 


144 
348 


472 


517 


406 


171 


97 





Bankruptcy and insolvency— continued. PAGE, 


title of assignee refer back to filing of 
petition; liability of sheriff selling under 
order of state court. Long v. Conner, xvii, 518 
surrender of property by sheriff to marshal; 
his liability released by discharge in bank- 
ruptecy. Ansonia B. & C. Co. v. Babbitt, 
xviii, 298 
action against sheriff for levy on pape 
assigned for creditors ; judgment for sheriff 
binding on assignee in bankruptcy. Biesen- 


PM n+ cso bsdainds doeskéesee neste xviii, 276 
mortgages and other liens. 
liens under state laws. Wynne, re.......ii, 119 


jurisdiction of state courts as to mortgage 
made by bankrupt. McHenry v. Société 
Francaise (in full)............. . .+2-Xvi, 898 
question between assignee aud mortgagee as 
to rents and profits. Hayes v. Dickinson, 
xv, 298 
effect on liens. Blum v. Ellis........... xiii, 169 
effect on mechanic’s lien. Brunguest, 7’e, xv, 150 
lien of judgment not affected by bankruptcy. 
Gold M. Mining Co., ré...........-02- xvi, 119 
delivery of execution to sheriff creates lien 
though levy not made till after adjudica- 
tion. Stockwell, 76....6.1sccoeseses xviii, 276 
pleading bankruptcy. 
ouster of state jurisdiction must be pleaded. 


a, Cee rere xv, 517 
pleading bankruptcy in defense, Frostman 

A PPP rr re reir xv, 167 

Brandon M, Co, v. Frazer. ....... xiii, 169 


plea of bankruptcy unsupported by proof. 

Owens ¥. Grimley. ...cccccccvcccvcvess v, 

pleading bankruptcy under English act ; order 

of discharge after action brought. Jones 

J eerie Mr i, 
effect of proceedings on the bankrupt. 

unauthorized adjudication in bankruptey no 


defense to insolvent, though plaintiff 
roved his claim. Am, Brass, etc.,Co.v. . 
Oe Bi O, Ciiciks casrcdascdasbimeces vii, 347 


position of bankrupt before appointment of 
assignee, ‘T'remont N. Bank, ex parte, xvii, 37 
adjudging married woman bankrupt. - 
DO Cicaniess .. 4pBtdewegeeeanee viii, 881 
infants as subjects of bankruptcy under act 
of 1067. Derby, 76. .00.000000 eceimeled viii, 58 
duty of insolvent to apply for benefit of act. 
rer ec a ee re iv, 49 
plaintiff not divested of right of action by 
voluntary application in bankruptcy. Neg- 
Sar: G, MN nso +0nbieee ane eomeneell xiv, 879 
refusal to vacate proceedings for fraudulent 
persuasion of bankrupt to join in petition, 


ot ae ee . xvii, 514 
~os to bankrupt after adjudication, 
MOOS. 6 in eceiassanwe ‘inald, tdi vi, 
Stevens v. Mech. 8. Bank ...... iii, 284; v, 
payment of deposits by bank to ae 
after petition ied. Mays v. Man. N, Bank, ¥ 
v, 9 
effect on bankrupt’s insurance, Carow, re, 


liability of bankrupt for rent after bankruptcy. 
Treadwell v. Marden..............55 xix, 17 
indorsement after bankruptcy of previous] 
sold note. Hersey v. Elliott (with nataah, 
xvii, 438 
compelling bankrupt to account for money 
collected by him after adjudication. Ettin- 
POTTER POET OCT Teer . ....Xviii, 359 
specific performance of contract of purchase 
of bankrupt’s land. Smith v. Hunsby, xv, 335 
prima facie effect of deed by insolvent; not 
necessary to prove proceedings. Rockwell 
v. Brown....... rrr ee ix, 291 
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Bankruptcy and insolvency—continued. PAGE, 
allowing debtor to answer after overruling 


PAGE. 
J ane- 


Bankruptcy and insolvency— continued. 


property held in trugt by bankrupt. 


money paid to bankrupt in trust for support 
of himself and family. Durant v. Hos- 
CUE BOO ss cn ken! Ses00% xvi, 396; xv, 436 
claim against bankrupts as brokers on account 
separate from their regular business. 
Voight v. Lewis 
appeals by bankrupt ; 
ford 


XV, 
costs. Sanford v. San- 
validity of execution against. Bartlett vs 
Russell Xv 

liability of bankrupt to make good deficiency 
in assets. Peltasohn, re 

disposition of money deposited in court to 
credit of bankrupt. Masterson, re 

fraudulent sales by bankrupt. Babbitt v. 
Waldrun 

arrest of bankrupt by creditor under New 
York act of 1831, unlawful. Goodwin vy. 
NE cewildencdtsescandnsasdte Sheena i, 

voluntary bankrupt not liable to «arrest. 


conspiracy with bankrupt to commit offense 
under § 5132, Rev. St. United States v. 
Beyer (with notes) enabedocseesesseca xviii, 302 
indictment for fraudulently procuring goods 
on credit. United States v. Prescott... .ii, : 
giving leave of court to bring suit against 
bankrupt. 
admissions by bankrupt before henkengtey 
admissible as against assignee. Van Sachs 
v. Kretz ii 
II. commencement of proceedings ; miscellaneous, 
amending act of 1873, valid. Smith, re. . viii, ¢ 
act of 1873 not operative where adjudication 
has taken place. Raffauf, re.... ...... x, 
issue of provisional warrant. Clark, re, xvii, 
setting aside assignment for creditors by 
assignee in bankruptcy. Jackson v. McCul- 
loch xiii, 
setting aside summarily process obtained by 
fraud. Keiler, re 
abatement by death of debtor. 
McDonald 
abatement of involuntary ener? by 
death. McDonald, re 
voluntary bankruptcy not compellable. Har. 
burgh, TE ..6 
meaning of term “‘ insolvent” 
law. Buchanan v. Smith 
place of residence of bankrupt under § 11 
Watson, re 
district in which petition must be filed. Fos. 
WOE, On ccc cccccccccescccecce coeseses i, 
restraining petition by injunction. Pusey v. 
Bradley ix, 
agreement to forbear proceedings by preferred 
creditor. Ecker v. McAllister, xvi, 417; xvii, 
withdrawal of opposition to proceedings as 
consideration for agreement. Sanford v. 
Huxford ii 
right of creditor to contract with third party 
to forbear proceedings. Ecker v. Bohn, 
xvii, 
insolvent commissions on estates of deceased 
persons ; provable claims. (R. 1.) Moves v. 
Sprague he ee eee ere .- iii, 395 
petition ; adjudication. 
false recitals in petition, Keller, re (remarked 
..-xvii, 398 
Hanibel, 


) 
alternative statements in petition. 
Diivaitha ‘ware decmededccteteci vse éeeenll xv, 398 


requisites of petition; amendments. Roche 
v. F ii, 114 
practice as to denial of facts alleged in peti- 
ee nie, 





demurrer to petition. Benham, re... .viii, 
waiver of formal objections to creditor’s peti- 
tion by taking issue on demand for trial. 
McNaughton, re 
right of creditors to intervene on return day 
of petition. Jonas, re 
intervention by attaching creditor. Mendel- 


right of attachment creditor to oppose adjudi- 
ee eee xvii, 
what amounts to order of adjudication. _— 


Funkenstein, on 
xiv, 

injunction against interference with property 

of bankrupt after adjudication, Ulrich, re. 
vii, 

fine imposed for contempt in disregarding in- 
junction, Hyde v. Bancroft 

action by holder of fraudulent bill of sale 
against sheriff attaching prior to — 
tion. W illiams v. Merritt. 


setting aside adj udication. 


v. 
effect of discontinuance of proceedings. Kline 
v. Bauendahl i 
when petitioning creditor may not withdraw. 
Vogel, re xviii, 
right of bankrupt to instigate involuntary 
proceeding. Ordway, re 
reinstatement of involuntary petition with- 
out notice. Gage v, Gates............ xv, 
debt not due a ground for petition. Linn, re, 
ii, 157 
burden of proof on debtor in involuntary pro- 
ceedings. 
answer to creditor's petition ; 
Heydette, re 
petition on one debt. Sheehan, 7e 
jurisdiction given by bankrupt’s acts. 
v. B 
practice under act of 1874; petition in invol- 
untary cases. Scull, 7e (in full) x, 214 
filing list of creditors in involuntary proceed- 
ings. Warren 8S. Bank v. Palmer 
amount of debt for which debtor may be de- 
clared bankrupt ; interest to be included in 
reckoning. Sloan v. Lewis xi, 219 
jurisdiction on application of two-thirds of 
creditors. Gray v. Schenk ix, 112 
question between attaching and petitioning 
creditors as to number of creditors j joining, 
etc. Hatje, re xii, 801 
act of 1874 as to number and amount not ap- 
plicable to adjudicated cases (remarked 
on) 52, 
practice as to number and amount of petition- 
ing creditors. Scammon, re (in full)....x, 
computing number of creditors. —— » 
re, and Lloyd, re..... atGecnethodecauwe xv, 
Hall, re. 


verification. 


dismissal of proceedings. Sheffer, ve.. xvii, 481 
acts of bankruptcy. 
dealer in products ae his own land not a 
trader. Woods, r 
meaning of tondnamen, § 5110. Cote, re. 
Stickney, re, ,, xvii, 372 
publisher of weekly newspaper not a manu- 
facturer. Capital P. Co 
livery-stable keeper a merchant or tradesman. 


Odell, ve xvii, 213 
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saloon keeper a “tradesman,” Sherwood, re, 
xvii, 272 
sale of stock as an act of bankruptcy. Valli- 
quette, re 18 
non-payment of commercial paper for four. 
teen days. Wilson, 7e. (remarked on)..viii, 164 
suspension of payment of business paper. 
McDermott Man. Co., re 100 
McLean v. Brown iii, 4 
Shaffer v. Fritchery.... 
contested note. Mannheim, re ii, 13 
Pratt, re ix, 97 
suspension of payment not condoned by pay- 
ment after fourteen days. Ess, re vi, 277 
what is negotiable paper. Perin v. Peale, xvii, 
accommodation indorser not liable to bank- 
ruptcy proceedings for non-payment. 
Clemens, ve (with notes) ...ix, 37; viii, 229, 
notesgiven merely as vouchers. Wescott, re,vii, 
non-payment of interest coupons on railroad 
bonds. Grenville, etc., R. R...........vi, 
imprisonment on order improperly oo 
held an act of bankruptcy. Cohn, 7e....vi, 276 
debtor allowing property to be taken on exe- 
cution. Coxe v. Hal 95 
application under state insolvent law an act 
of bankruptcy. Van Ostrand v. Carr....i, 495 
duty of keeping accounts. 
requisite averments of petition; duty of mer- 
chant toexhibitaccount. Perinv. Peale,xvii, 480 
duty of tradesman as to accounts. Me- 
Carthy, re ..... ds aaa et alee inv, Se 
keeping accounts. Schumpert, re......viii, 331 
Grieves, re i 167 
Mackey, re ii, 17 
swearing to schedules before notary. Bailey, 
Divinitcsccdscenshetinepenntsataas eee . 168 
amending schedule. Heller, re 19 
omissions from schedule; keeping books. 
Winsor, re ‘ 303 
examination of bankrupt. 
refusal to answer questions in examination 
before register; practice. Lathrop, re..iii, 18 
practice as to examination of bankrupt. 
Heath, re; Styvesant Bank, ve 
Jackson, re 
Vetterlein, re 
Pioneer Paper Co., ré.... ae 
re $00 edeesesesies xvi, 4 
Rs ctidakenrewenbans scdemee - xiii, 
discretion of register to allow creditors to 
take up examination begun by other credit- 
ora. Vandorhool, £6 .......000s0s xviii, 220 
what must appear to justify order of review 
as to examination. Mooney, re 19 
Ill. assignees ; their duties and liabilities. 
in general. 
choice of assignee. Barrett, 7¢........... i, 101 
discretion of court in choice of assignee. 
TN Oa 35. beaks +6n.cnng brad pennomneel viii, 124 
what creditors may vote for assignee, North- 
ern Iron Co., re i 
removal of assignee for neglect. Morse, re, vi, 261 
relation back of title to time of lavoluntary 
assignment. Lehehan v. Haman 
title subject to legal claims. 


annulling voluntary assignment in favor of 
assignee in bankruptcy. Burkholder v. 
Stump 
surrender of estate by assignee under state 
law to assignee in bankruptcy. Bonsfield, re, 
xvii, 
state court without jurisdiction to enjoin col- 
lection of bankrupt’s assets. Southern v. 
Fisher ii, 37 
pending actions in state courts ; rights and 
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duties of os Terra é Hijo v. Hoff- 
EE ar EIST Ee Ea xvii, 271 
duty of assignee ‘to inform ereditors. Per- 
kins, re. viii, 41 
duties of assignee as to property fraudulently 
transferred. Aiken v. Edrington.. -xv, 397 
what assignee to take in payment of debts. 
Baschore v. Rhoads vi, 138 
time of vesting of property by inalideen _ 
assignee. Vogel, re 100 


what passes to assignee ; his rights and liabilities. 


exemption from attachment of ay “4 
hands of assignee. Cunningham, re. , 257 
claim for personal injuries does not pong 
Rand v. Fleischman...........-.... -xix, 281 
claim for proceeds of captured cotton, Erwin 
v. United States , 516 
rights of purchaser before bankruptcy as 
against assignee. Hamilton v. St. Louis N. 
L. Bank 
assignee in v.~- not assignee of lease. 
Bet Ge, Ri aac éssesapeesennes xvii, 413 
mere usufruct ees not pass. O'Dowd, re. ix, 96 
action of review a chose in action vesting in 
assignee. Zoller v. Janvrin 
occupation by assignee of premises leased to 
bankrupt. Ten Eyck, re i, 309 
powers of assignee as to leases. Laurie, re, ii, 119 
condition of —_ broken after petition filed. 
Steadman, 
liability of seaithabias to assignee for un- 
paid capital; stockholders who are also 
creditors ; transferees of stock. Wilber v. 
Glen, etc.,stockholders........ ore xviii, 296 
rights of assignee redeeming bankrupt’s 
pledges. McLean v. Cadwalader xv, 517 
question between assignee and mortgagee as 
to right to funds from foreclosure in hands 
of receiver. Hayes v. Dickinson 476 
liability on bankrupt’s lease. saeemne! oa - 


relation of assignee to bankrupt’s landiord. 4 
Ives, 7¢ 56 

power of cestut que trust to appoint new trus. 
tee does not pass to assignee in bankruptcy. 
Clark v. Wilson 

validity of voluntary subscriptions to found 
college as against assignee. Sturgis v. 
Colby 

redemption by assignee of property sold on 
execution. Lloyd v. Hoo i 


lien of execution on property in hands of 


sesignec. Paine, 16... cccccssesveees xvii, 
redemption of bankrupt’s real estate by 
assignee ; rights of incumbrancers. Long- 
fellow, re xvii, 
rights of assignee against informally recorded 
chattel mortgage. Miller v. Jones 
question whether new mortgage was mere 
substitution or new security, void —- 
assignee. Forbes v. Howe 
validity in hands of bona fide holder of ion 
to assignee for services unlawful in amount. 
Cowing v. Altman .........xvii, 133, viii, 
compensation of enti Whitcomb, ex 
arte 
cuaaaintion of assignee as witness. "Smith, eg a 
payment by assignee for services of bank. 
rupt’s attorney. Jaycox, re 
payment of costs by assignee. Olds, ve ...ii, 360 
claim of counsel of bankrupt against po 
substituted in suit for bankrupt. Litchfield, 
re ix, 17 
assignee liable in state court for wrongful 
taking of property as of preening Leigh- 
ton v. Harw . ix, 220 


eee ee 
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Gilbert v. Priest (in full) vii, 119 
action by assignee in state court to recover 


ev fraudulently conveyed. Boone > 


Bankruptcy and insolvency—continued. 
actions by assignee. 
action against bank by assignee to recover 
usurious loans repaid by ae = Tiffany 
v. Boatmen’s Sav, Inst. (in full)........ ix, 
proof, in suit by assignee, of his title. Cone jurisdiction of state courts in actions by i 
v. Purcell signees tocollect assets. Wente v. Young, 
action by assignee for conversion, xvii, 212 
bene N. Bank assignee must apply to state court for order 
conversion prior to appointment of assignee, to turn over property attached by it, John- 
but after filing of petition, Mitchell . son v. Bishop 


94 


McKebbin 
setting aside sales void by state laws, Allen 
Vv. i, 157, 
summary petition by assignee to set aside 
mortgage xvi, 
petition ” assignee ; action proper course 
where rights of third persons involved, 
Stevens, re. xv, { 
setting aside conv eyance on petition, Morris, re, 
right of assignee to have fraudulent convey- 
ance set aside without judgment, — 
vy. Benner, . vil, 
action by assignee to recover deposit by bank. 
rupt, Neweomb vy, Launts rill, 
compelling owner of land improved by insol. 
vent judgment debtor to respond to credi- 
tors, Johnson y, Schaefer iv, 
sult by assignee not within § 711, Rev. St. 
Kidder v. Horrabin 
actions by assignee for possession of property, 
Oregon I. Works, re xvii, 
action by assignee to avoid bankrupt's mort. 
gage. Beals v. Quinn 
set-off by attaching creditors against judg- 
ment recovered by assignee for attached 
property. Bishop v. Fowler 
actions by assignee to recover transfe srred 
property. Mays vy. Fritton ............3 xi, 
compelling creditor proving invalid note to 
surrender it to assignee. Granger, re. .vii, 
liability of debtor fraudulently discharging 
debt to bankrupt. 
compelling surrender of property taken from 
receiver. Davis v. Railr. Co ........ xiii, 
—- assignee to give security for costs. 
ore v. Durr 
actions in state courts by assignee. 
jurisdiction of state court in action by assignee 
to foreclose mortgage. Burlingame y. 
Parce. ii 
suits by assignee; practice ; 
federal and state courts. 


jurisdiction of 
Hallack v. Tritch, 


xvii, ¢ 


actions by assignees to recover bankrupt's 
property ; federal and state ape 
Olcott v. Maclean.... . xvi, 

enforcing mortgage in state court. Hatcher 
v. Jones. . 

jurisdiction of state courts in suits by assignee. 
Cook v. Whipple (with notes), ix, 57; viii, 

actions by assignee in state courts. Claflin 
v. Houseman (in full). , eA 

state court without jurisdiction to set aside 
conveyance as fraudulent on assignee’s ap- 
plication. Voorhees v. Frisbie (in full), 


Bingham v. Claflin 
jurisdiction of state court over action by as- 
signee to set aside bankrupt’s fraudulent 
conveyance. Ansley v. Patterson......xx, 
= jurisdiction of actions by assignee. Frost 
Hotchkiss 


Fox v. Gardner .....xi, { 





jurisdiction of state court over action by as- 
signee in bankruptcy against state auditor 
to recover taxes paid, Graham v, Morton, 
vii, 
impeachment of jurisdiction in collateral 
action, Isett v, Stuart xvi, 
liability of assignee for costa of action in state 
court, Reade v, Waterhouse. . 
limitation of suite. 
when limitation begins to run, Haskill vy. 
FO N, Bank vy, Harris 
the two years’ limitation, § 2 of act; its appli- 
cation to ordinary debts. Smith v, Craw- 
fo 
oe two years’ limitation of sults, 
Villebeuve 
bar of suits by limitation of § 5057, 
v. Towner xvi, 
oy of statute of limitations, Gifford Vv. 
Helmes xviii, 
claim against bankrupt not affected by. Van 
Sachs v. Kr xvil, 
suspension of statute in case of fraud, Baile 
v, Weir (in full) 
sales by assignee ; taxation, 
purchase from assignee subject to all equi- 
ties, Steadman v. Taylor vii, 
sales by ussignee of land discharged from 
liens; allowances. Devore, re 
confirmation of sale by assignee, Alden, re, 
xvi, 


when statute of limitations begins to run 
against purchaser at assignee’s sale, Black- 
well v. Clay well 
publication of notice of sale; designation of 
newspapers. Burke v. McKee, xv 
agreements with bidders as to sale, Citizens’ 
- xiii, 
setting aside collusive sales ; : ’ allowing auc- 
tioneers’ charges; assignee should sell, him- 
self. Sweet, re ix, 
directing assignee to sell free from liens. 
Nat. Iron Co., ve 
estate not taxable by state. Booth, re.. xiv, 
estute taxable under state laws in hands of 
assignee. Mitchell, re (in full)... . xvii, 22, 
applying surplus in assignee’s hands to pay- 
ment of interest. Town, re. ‘ . vii, 
IV. proof of debts ; claims and liens ; ‘set-off ; 
exemptions, ele. 
proof of debts generally. 
accrued interest to be included in reckoning 
amount of creditor’s debt. Sloan v. Lewis 


xi, 
right of creditor to apply for setting aside of 
adjudication after proof of debt. Derby, re, 
viii, 
proof of claims for liquor invalid under = 
law. Murray, 
Marrett v. Atter. 


r 
fraudulent proof of debts. 
b 


a RE xi, 
creditor competent witness to prove claim 


after death of bankrupt, Merrill, re. .xvi, 
proof of debt abroad. Lynch, re 
when fraudulent debt provable. Schwarz, re, 


Xv, 


vill, 344 


129 


167 
118 


97 


831 
187 


26 
411 
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secured debts ; 


PAGE, 
proof of authority of attorney. Scott, re, xv, 194 
individual note of surety as payment of debt; 

§ 19 bankrupt act. Morrill, re 59 
verifying claim. Elder, re ii, 39 
amendment of proof of debt. 

101 


interest on provable debts, Haake, ve... .vi, 261 
debts not yet due, Alexander, re ii, 860 
date of contracting debt; renewed notes, 
Schumpert, re viii, 331 
judgment, when provable debt, Stansfield, 
71 


re 

judgment in trespass for assault @ —— 
debt, Manning v, Keyes 

liability for deceit not provable debt, Beinn. 
chardt, re 

claim for alimony nota provable debt, 
meyer, ré 

proving debt partly paid by surety, . Harris, 
ex part xvii, 

misappropriation by bankrupt acting as agent 
to sell goods; rights of principal as credi- 
tor, Overman v, Quick..........: xvil, 

wife’s claim - settlement against estate, 
Campbell, 7 oossc0eRVil, 

right of wite to prove as creditor, Blandin, 


Lache- 


vy, 
ri nt of receiver to prove debt due his estate, 
ai Is, ve 
prior suit on debt barred by proving, Bennett 
¥. Goldthwalt ...ccrccores cosiscccrses x, 
proving claim on which judgment has been 
recovered since bankruptcy proceedings. 
Brown, re 
claims against government; claims marked — 
worthless, Phelps v. McDonald 
proof by agent. Watrous, re 
vacating dividend to admit claim, Smith, re, 
xv, 
accepting preference not a bar to proof of | 
debt. Riorden, re. xiv, 
allowing withdrawal of proof. Wierner, re, 
xiv, 
action by creditor after proving debt. Wilson 
v, Capuro 
proof of claims; until what time rer A they 
be filed ; who may share in distribution. 
)  Pereerrererererer rrr ce xvi, 
ednsulalgmens of power of attorney before 
notary. Butterfield, ve 
McDuffee, re 4 
requisites of depositions. Port Huron darn 
xiv, 
— of payments on note against divi- 
Ged, WGkh, 70. oo... cccsacscceccecs xiii, 
assignment of open account against a 
setoff. Rollins v. Twitchell 
claims and liens. 
proof of debt by preferred creditor. Black, re, 
xvii, 473 
rights of secured creditors. Bassett v. Baird, 
xvii, 313 
proof of secured debt; pledgee’s rights. 
| errr Perey errr cy ret rr ix, 97 
right of creditor holding collateral as to 
proving debt, etc. Streeper v. McKee, xviii, 438 
counting secured creditors under § 37. Cros. 
sette, re xvii, 332 
rights of lien creditors against estate. Buck. 
nam v. Dunn.. xvii, 127 
proof by mistake of notes secured by mort- 
gage as unsecured debts. Jaycox, re..viii, 235 
validity of unrecorded chattel mortgage 
against assignee. Griffiths, re ii, 18 
mortgagee proceeding in state court, guilty of 
contempt. Phelps v. Sellick. ....... viii, 331 
foreclosure against bankrupt; death of 


10 
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PAGE. 
assignee before final decree. Avery : 
mrenen Fe xvi, 458 

subrogation of creditor paying off mort 
to ahi of manana Whithead v. aug 
bury , 108 

proof of claim for deficiency by mortgage 
creditor, Herrick, e xvii, 892 

rights of second mortgagee against bankrupt 

mortgagor, Hutchings v. Muzzy I. Works, 
ix, 96 

right of mortgagee to timber as against 
assignee, Bruce,r¢... .. xvi, 894 

costs of sale of mortgaged property, biddin 
in by —_ gee, Ellerhorst, re......vi, 261 

. of creditor secured by mortgage on 
7p to vote on whole claim, — 
Ln hs MERCER ee ssene vi, 870 

proof and voting for assignee by creditor 
secured by mortgage and purchasing at 
mortgage sale, Tunt, ve. coosce BVM, O89 

equitable interest In land under administra- 

tor’s sale assigned to indemnify sureties, 
(NW...) Reynolds, 76. .ccccssesccees . xvi, 803 

ar ry ee es | cluimed taken porseasion 

by assignee in good faith; notice of in- 

tention to sue assignee, Esmond vy, Apger, 
xix, 206 

waiver of claim to moneys in assignee’s hands 
by = ae er, Oberhoffer, re... .xvil, 514 
proceeding by adverse claimant against 
assignee by petition, Ferguson v, Peckham, 


a to surplus received on sale of security 
by creditor. Wrisley, re..... Peery , 851 
deposits in bank by bankrupt debtor ; aa 
off unliquidated debts by bank, How, 
Bank, ex parte 
right of _ against surety after seer 
Greg: Wilson 
whence nian is secured; indorsement, 


waiver of lien by proof of debt, 


XV, 

right of election of creditor mene lien, 
Spelman vy. Johnson 

right of secured creditor to dividend on whole 


debt. Jervis v. Smith.. ary 
judgment liens; act of congress of 1873. 
Jordan, 7. -vili, 124 
proving judgment on which execution has 
been stayed, Sheehan, re ; Avery v. Johann, 
viii, 331 
proving judgment against bankrupt in action 
of tort. Hennocksburgh, re. orrere: 
liens of creditors not named in proceeding, to 
sell property not destroyed. McGilton, re, 
liens ; invalidity of amendment of 1878 ; dis- 
position of property by court. Dillard, re, 
ix, 
mortgage of stock, etc.; past advances as part 
consideration; on fixtures as against as- 
—_ on unfinished articles. Ames, a 


Austin v. ORieily, 
v 


Second N. 


part 
lapdlord’s lien for rent. 


set-offs against estate. 

set-off against bankrupt ; equities. 
Bank v. Hemingway 

set-off of surplus on sale of collateral against 
another debt. bern ex 

set-offs — assignee. . 
ship xvii, 271 
Russell v Owen......... (avticgect es xv, 398 
Hunt v. Holmes ...........es000 ++++-Xvi, 169 
Troy Woolen Co........... eesceecesa viii, 331 
Moran v. Bogert... ....ceeee eceeeee e KV, 
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mutuality of debts. Gray v. Rollo 
priority of claims. 

claim of state for public funds held by bank- 
rupt. Corn E. Bank, re xv, 

debt due state. Chamberlin, re 

preferred claims ; fund previously deposited 
and orders drawn on it. Smith, re... .xvii, 

judgment creditor; priority. Erwin, re. oh, 

claim of execution creditor to priority of pay- 
as procurement of execution. Dunkle, 


priority of creditor under levy of execution. 

MacDonald v. Moore xv, 

employee not entitled to priority for time he 
does not work. Revear, re 

services of attorney prior to proceedings. 


376 
213 


37 


Handell, re -xv, 1 


of clerk employed to adjust books. Rockett, 
rte 
marshaling assets. Sauthoff, re 
exemptions in favor of bankrupt. 
exemptions under § 14. Graham, 7e. -iv, 
exemptions under act of 1872. Volger, re, ‘viii, 
unconstitutionality of federal act of 1873, as 
to exemptions. Deckert’s case,:....... i, 
validity of exemption clause. Smith, re, xiv, 
no title in assignee to exempted property; 
notwithstanding prior consent of debtor to 
waive right. 
power of ankrupt to deal with exempted 
ay not affected by act. Farmer v. 


eee on exempt property. Robinson y. 
Wilson 

exchange of non-exempt for exempt property 
with view to bankruptcy. Parker, re, xviii, 

exemptions under state law. Bush v. Lester, 

joint assets. Rupp, re i 

we of exempted Papel as against 
assignee. Edmonson vy. Hyde..........vi, 

rights a fraudulent seneatign in property set 
off to bankrupt as exempt. Tuesley v. 


chose in action part of exempt pou. 
Henly v. Lanier 
setting off exemptions; schedule. Peabody, re 
xvi, 
wagon and team of bankrupt, how far exempt 
under Oregon act. Parker, re....... xviii, 
homestead. 
when homestead claim must be asserted ; 
limitation of suits by and against assignees. 
ROE G: TOUR og cc ccccwsecscecesces xvii, 
homestead exemption, Shipman, 7e......xv, 
jurisdiction of bankruptcy court to order 
delivery up of homestead. Betts, re. .xvi, 
allowances to counsel and officers of court. 
payment of counsel ; power of register. Dibb- 


allowance to counsel for creditors. Sanger, re 
iv, 

compensation of counsel in case peng in 
another court. Maybin v. Raymond.. 

fees of marshal; mileage. Donohue, 
(remarked on) viii, 375; ix, 

marshal’s fees. Hellmar, 7ve.... ..... xvii, 

Burnell, re 
fees of register. Carstens, re 


194 


iv, 297 


49 
58 


390 


232 


19 


173 
150 


119 


39 
17 
, 476 
96 
430 


129 
398 


fees of witness before register. Crane, re,xv, 335 


V. preference to creditors. 
following construction of state court in deter- 
mining whether transfer is void. meer | 


payments in course of business, when not a 
preference. Brent, in re ix, 


95 
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setting aside sales by insolvent; intent. Sedg- 
wick v. Lynch 
evidence of fraudulent sale under §§ 5128, 
5129. Crump v. Chapman 437 
secret bill of sale of property of rR Sine 
Gurney, 
proof of fraud; sale on eve of bankruptcy. 
Dickinson v. Adams xvii, 472 
debts created by fraud; sale of property to 
defraud creditors, Wolf v. Stix i 
transfers in foreign state to prevent sequestra- 
tion of estate. White, ve 258 
preferences when valid as in aid of bank- 
ruptcy proceedings. Nounnan, re , 309 
preference not tortious, though voidable, 
Schuman v. Fleckenstein 
dealings by banker preparing to go into bank- 
OS ere + Viii, 234 
repayment of deposits by one bank to or 
Phelam v. Iron M. Bank vi, 393 
payment of drafts when a violation of g 35 
of the act. Fox v. Gardiner 299 
validity of transfer of property as against 
assignee. Avery v. Hackley 
validity of renewal notes and mortgage taken 
shortly before bankruptcy. Burnhisel v. 
Firman i 
exchange of mortgages by creditor. 
v. Lippincott 
exchange of securities. Hewitt v. Northrup, 


preference by mortgage. Driggs, re 
Gurney, re. 
mortgage to secure previous indebtedness, 
NL MS 6. ct éaehened nhl iv, 
prior promise to give security. Jackson Iron 
re 
validity of chattel mortgage given within 
four months. Sawyer v. Turpen 
allegations in action to recover payment made 
in fraud of bankrupt act. Warren v. Gar- 
476 
payments to counsel. Goodrich v. Wilson, xv, 150 
acting under advice of counsel, when no de- 
fense. Finn, in re ix 
advances to insolvent on security. owe 
trustees v. Boatmen’s 8, Inst 
retroactive operation of amendment of ia74’ 
Oxford Iron Co, v. Slafter 
substituting notes at short time for those at 
longer time ; presumption of knowledge of 
insolvency. London v. Wilmington Bank, 
xvi, 
question as to transaction being adjustment 
of mutual debts, or fraudulent preference. 
Robinson v. Wisconsin, etc., Bank... xviii, 
assignment of seat in stock exchange to mem- 
bers, under rules, not a preference. = 
v. Woods (in full) 435 
agreement between creditors relative to ie. 
bearance. Perryman vy. Allen xv, 335 
distress pursuant to lease. Goodwin v. 
Sharkey. xvi, 
what transfers are forbidden. Tiffany v. 
Lucas viii, 
impeaching fraudulent transfers ; burden of 
proof. Collins v. Bell 
amended act of 1874; provisionsas to fraudu.- 
lent conveyances not retroactive. Hamlin 
eS SE eee Zz. 
warrant no authority for taking property 
fraudulently transferred. Doyle v. Sharp, 
xviii, 
seizure by marshal of property fraudulently 
conveyed. Stevenson v. McLaren 
action by assignee to recover claims collected 
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Bankruptcy and insolvency—continued. PAGE. 
after acts of bankruptcy; question of 
knowledge of insolvency. Hoover v. Wise 
(in full) 

knowledge of insolvency by creditor; 

amounts to, Grant v. Monmouth N. Bank 
(in full) xvii, 367 
Lloyd v. Strobridge....xvi, 353 

what is debt created by fraud under § 5117. 
Alsberg, 7’¢ xvi, 168 

meaning of “fraud” in § 33. Neal v. Scruggs, 
xvii, 160 

presumptions od bag fraud under § 35. Wal- 
brun v. Babbi viii, 418 

presumptions as aula purchaser; action by 
assignee. Walbrun v. Babbitt vii, 331 

knowledge essential to constitute, under 
§§ 5128, 5129. Crump v. Chapman....xvi, 119 

actual knowledge meant by § 34. Houck, re, 
xvii, 291 
preference, intent. Ecker v. McAllister, xvii, 192 

charging creditors collecting debt with knowl- 
edge of fraud. Hoover v. Greenbaum, vi, 189 

the four and six months period, etc. 

honest sales within six months. Tiffany v. 
Darby (remarked on). ...........-6.+ viii, 
four months reckoned from time of recording 
deed. Harris v. Exchange N. Bank (with 
notes) iii, 283 

unrecorded deed of trust more than four 

months prior to proceedings, Seaver v. 


, 164 


180 


pi 
transfer made but not recorded within six 
months prior to bankruptcy. Thornhill v. 
Link ix, 
the six months limitation, when inapplicable. 
yde v. Sontag 
computation of the four months period. 
Dutcher v. Wright 
conveyance made by by insolvent just before 
proceedings in pursuance of agreement 
made several months previous. Marvin v. 
Bushnell i 
disposing of goods within three months of 
bankruptcy. United States v. Clark... .ii, 
preference by legal process ; confession of judg- 
ment, etc. 
mere non-resistance of insolvent debtor to 
judgment and execution not enough. Wil- 
son v. St. Paul Bank (in full) 
mere non-resistance to action not a preference. 
N. Y. Tenth N. Bank v. Warren 
Louchheim v. Henzey 
Wright v. Filley 
preference by use of legal process. Baker, 
matter of (in full) 94 
lien of judgment obtained as a preference ; 
intent. Little v. Alexander 256 
Mays v. Fritton i, 171 
power to confess judgment as against as- 
signee, Iselin v. Clark xi, 94; > 97 
Clark v. Iselin 157 
action by assignee against creditor ‘ohiag 
property under confessions of judgment. 
Cook v. Cressy ; 
fraudulent preference; 
Christman v. Haynes 
giving warrant of attorney. Herpich, re, xv, 
sale under judgment obtained in fraud of 
bankruptact. Louchheim v. Herzey, xviii, 119 
warrants to confess judgment; knowledge on 
part of creditor. Golson v. Neihoff.... iv, 18 
Hoover v. Greenbaum, y, = 


Terry, 
what amounts to procuring entry of Tn 
Herpick, re. ...XvV, 617 


ment. Benton, re 
Clarion N. Bank v. Jones, xii, 118 


140 


95 
351 


suffering execution, 


taking ae ‘notes. 





Bankruptcy and insolvency—continued. PAGE. 
collusive seizure in execution. Baker, re, xv, 382 
Wilson v. St. Paul Bank, xi, 15 
Buchanan v. Smith...... viii, 413 
Sage v. Wynkoop. . -xvi, 478 
effect as against assignee of decree between 
parties to fraudulent conveyance. Humes 
v. Scraggs 
surrender by c editor . 
voluntary restoration by preferred creditor. 
Scheenberger, 74 
Holland, re; Richter, re 
surrender of fraudulent preference to be made 
only to assignee. Parkham, re 
claim barred by accepting preference; 
render to assignee. Tonkin, re.. 
Stein, ré......... xvii, 
Kipp. re 
what constitutes fraudulent preference. Ses- 
sions v. Johnson (in full) xvi, 299 
Merchants’ N. Bank v. Cook 
AYMStFONZ, 76... cccrccccccccce ccccces 
Kemmerer v. Tool 
Burdick v. Jackson 
Webb v. Sachs 
Hannibel, re 
Harmanson v. Bain 
Nudd v. Burrows 
Jones, 76 


Stobangh v. Mills..........seese- don 048 iii 
Forsyth, ve 
Cookinhain v. Morgan.........-+.ees0 . iv, 
Winslow v. Bliss.... iii, 
Leavenworth Bank v. Hunt.. .-iii, 310, 
Jenkins v. Mayer ii 
Bloss, re.... 
Dumont, re 
Sampson v. Burton 
Phelps v. Stearns 
VI. composition. - 
jurisdiction of bankrupt court as to questions 
of title arising on composition. Waits- 
felder, 7¢ ii 
enjoining creditors from harassing “on 
pending proceedings. Hinsdale, re. ..xvii, 
Nebenzahl, re. xvii, 
what debts included in; enjoining actions 
against bankrupt pending proceedings. 
Schafer, re 
consent of court to composition. Keiler, re, 
xviii, 
attachment not dissolved by mere composition. 
Shields, re xvi, 
composition under act of 1874. McKeon, mat- 


xi, 
refusal of register to proceed without fees, 
no objection to recording resolution of com- 


xviii, 359 


promise. Tifft, re 
Evans v. Gal- 


time limited for taking effect. 


debtor petitioning for composition and resist- 
ing being made bankrupt. Tifft, re..xviii, 179 

consent of creditors ; withdrawing consent. 
Brent, re ix, 

new creditors not preferred to old, where lat 
ter permitted debtor to go on with business, 
Brightman, re (in full) 

debtors not concluded by amount of debt 
agreed between creditors and court. Liss- 
berger, re 

enforcing security given for debt after dis- 
charge by composition ; giving advantage 
to one creditor. Crossley v. Moore . . xviii, 

debt of bankrupt not revived by voluntary 


55 


72 





76 
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Bankruptcy and insolvency—contiuued. PAGE. 
payments to other creditors after composi- 
tion. Sturgis, re » 898 
when creditor entitled to double securit 
refusal to pay composition. Mount W. 
Bank v. Porter 
summary order for payment of composition 
notes. Reynolds, re 
refusal of member of firm to join. Henry, re, 
xvii, 
inadvertent mistake by bankrupt in stating 
debt. Beebe v. Pyle 
effect of compasisten on contingent liability. 
Smith v. Kranskopf 
effect of enapusiaion on rights of assignee 
for creditors. Hyman, re xviii, 
fiduciary debts discharged by composition. 
Rodger, re . Xviii, 
not vitiated by mere mistake of debtor in 
statement. Trafton, ex 
application for dismissal of case and sending 
back into bankruptcy refused. Ewing, re, 
xvii, 
examination of debtor. 
examination of bankrupt prevented by compo- 
sition. Tifft, re xviii, 316; xvii, 
excusing debtor from examination; questions 
as to fairness of composition. Wilson, re, 
xviii, 
debtor only to be required to testify at meet-— 
ing as to composition. Dobbins, re . . xviii, 
examination of debtor in composition pro- 
ceedings. Proby, ve (in full) 
Ash, re 
effect of fraud on composition proceedings. 
improper influence to induce creditor to sign. 


secret agreement to induce creditor to sign. 
Bean v. Amsink 


fraudulent influencing of votes. Sawyer, re, 


xiv, 
confirming composition notwithstanding dis- 


honest course of bankrupt. Allen, matter 
of (remarked on) . .xvii, 157 ; (in full) xvii, 
effect of composition on debts fraudulently 
contracted. Leggett v. Barton. . =e, 
debts fraudulently contracted not discharged 
by. Libbey v. Strasburger 
composition proceedings ; fraud in, not a bar 
to discharge. Morris, re 
fraudulent debts discharged by. 
Lamprey xv 
compromise; question of fraud. Munger, re, 
iii, 
laches in moving to set aside for fraud. Her. 


various matters of practice in composition. 
principles to be observed in composition pro- 
ceedings. Jacobs, 7@.......-.+.00++- xviii, 
Woodruff v. Terry, ...... xix, 
Wronkow, re iii 
Scott, re 
composition. Van Auken, re; Lytle, re. xv, 
who are ‘‘ creditors.” Trafton, ex parte. .Xv, 
register’ 8 report presumed correct ; a 
meetings; practice. Spencer, re 
question of right of creditors to vote. O' Neil, 
ia he 0 Hiae Wass de 4 nee scene ned eda 
composition meeting; who may take part; 
_ of meer to pass onclaim. Keller, 


, 882 


re 
proof of debts; arrangement under a 43. 
Bakewell, re iii, 436 





Darby, re 
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VIL. discharge. 
discharge in cases pending at passage of act 
of 1874. Perkins, re (in full)... -X, 247, 244 
King, re (in full) 
Griffiths, re (in full) 
proving discharge under laws of another 
state. Hall v. Robbins 
discharge of debtor of foreign creditor in 
state of contract, Stoddard v. Harrington, 
iii, 
state ju risdiction. 
Corey v. Ripley, 
ii, 191; iv, 
discharge not impeachable in state — 
Way v. Howe ; Burpee v. Sparhawk. . 
not impeachable i in collateral action. itayl — 
Lapham xvi, 57; xiv, 
Smith v. Ramsey xiv, 344; xvi, 
discharge not impeachable collaterally for 
fraud. Howland v. Carson 
discharge not assailable for fraud in state 
court. Beardsley v. Hall (with notes), 
ix, 7; iii, 
Hudson v. Bingham ...... .ix, 
discharge obtained by fraud no defense to 
action on bankrupt’s note. Beardsley v. 


impeaching discharge ; fraud ; 
its validity in state courts. - 
1 


14 


344 
18 


478 


95 
95 


action for goods sold where discharge in is 
set up; replication of fraud. Stewart v. 


debts created by fraud. Stokes v. Mason, 
viii, 
Brown v. Broach 
Classen v. Schoeneman, xvi, 
execution in judgment for debt created by 
fraud not varied by discharge obtained 
after judgment. Shuman v. Strauss, viii, 
satisfying judgment after discharge in bank- 
ruptcy from property transferred in fraud 
of creditors and assignee. Dewey v. Moyer, 
xvii, 
general assignment made with fraudulent 
purpose. 
obtaining discharge obtained by violation of 
statute. Palmer v. Rogers 
Jiduciary debts. 
see also, further on, effect of discharge. 
fiduciary debt not affected by judgment so as 
to be discharged by bankruptcy proceed- 
ings. Wade v. Clark 
what is ‘fiduciary character.” 
Cutting .... 
debt due from factor. Woolsey v. Cade, xv, 
factor’s liability for proceeds of goods con- 
signed. Smith, ve 
fiduciary relation ; 
Lemcke v. Booth 
fiduciary debts. Whittaker v. Chapmans, iii, 
Hayes v. Fo 
Owsley v. Cobin 
Keime v. Graff 
Cromer v. Cromer ....xvii, 114 
Lawrence v. McKenzie,xviii, 313 
Grover v. Clinton iii 
attorney in fact converting money discharged 
by discharge in bankruptcy. pene” v. 


factor and principal. 


conversion of bonds delivered as cdiaenl 

security ; discharge in bankruptcy termin- 

ates right of action. Hennequin v. Clews, 
xix, 

other grounds on which discharge may be opposed. 
refusal for want of jurisdiction. Penn, re, i 

when voluntary assignment is a bar to dis- 

charge. Goldschmidt, re 

grounds of refusal of discharge ; erasures in 


accounts. Antisdel, re xviii, 488 
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Bankruptcy and insolvency—continued. PAGE. 
prior petition pending. White, re xviii, 258 
willfully preventing notice to creditor. a 
v. Lapham 
accidental omission from schedule. Smith, re, 
xiii, 
prosecution of bankrupt for willful omissions 
from schedule ; § 5132. United States v. 
Block 
opposition to discharge ; not authorized by 
power of attorney to ‘attend and vote at 
meetings. Creditors v. Williams i, 
specifications in opposition. Buxbaum, re, xiii, 252 
time for application for discharge. Cross, re, 
xvi, 393 
limit of time for application. Holmes, re, xiv, 187 
Brightman, re, xv, 375 
delay in application. Lowenstein, re ...xiii, 252 
discretion of district court as to allowing ap- 
pearance by creditors. Levin, re 32 
voluntary bankruptcy; assets; assent of 
creditors. Sheldon, matter of (remarked on), 


. xi, 294 
Gifford, re.. 


-xvi, 168 
Webb, re mB it 


requirement as to assets. 
effect of discharge 
debt due from factor barred by. 
Cade ; 
execution barred by discharge subsequent to 
judgment. Williams v. Butcher (with 
OO ae xi, 
lien by judgment destroy ed by discharge in 
bankruptcy. Withers v. Stinson... .xviii, 
enforcement of judgment not discharged by. 
Lawrence v. McKenzie.............. xvili, 
effect of discharge on execution against per- 
son ; release of sureties. Long v. Dicker- 
OP rere ear ere ee xix, 
effect of discharge on bond given on arrest 
under state law. Hubert v. Horter....xv, 
effect of it, to release from liability on war. 
ranty covenant, Williams v. Harkins, xv, 
action for breach of warranty barred by dis- 
charge in bankruptcy. Parker v. Bradford, 
xvii, 
remedy of creditor on attachment bond not 
impaired by discharge. Albrecht, re. .xvii, 
recovery by corporation against bankrupt on 
his notes, after receiving part payment in 
bankruptcy proceedings. Ansonia Brass Co. 
v. Lamp Chimney Co iz, 
discharge no defense to action to enforce 
mechanics’ lien. Streeper v. McKee, xvii, 
lien of unproved judgment not released by dis- 
charge of bankrupt. Dorsey v. Mumpford, 
xvii, 312 
lien of mortgage not divested. Wicks’ as- 
CE ere xiii, 117 
discharge as defense to foreclosure. Price v. 


Woolsey v. 


247 
276 
313 


136 


313 


relief to bankrupt from process issued on 
ee before discharge. Linn v. Hamil- 


Pe Eee as a defense to action by creditor 
to eet aside fraudulent conveyance. Phelps 


xvi, 
claim for purchase-money of land allotted to 
debtor in bankraptcy proceedings. Hoskins 
v. Wall xvii, 391 
action against wife in Louisiana, for com- 
munity debt ; effect of husband’s discharge. 
Ludeling v. Felton xvii, 391 
sureties on appeal bond not released. er 
v. And 
surety on guardian’s bond released by dis. 
charge. Reitz v. People.............. xvi, 138 
judgment against bankrupt for seduction 
barred bydischarge. Howlandv.Carson, xvi, 478 





Bankruptcy and insolvency—continued. 
discharge a release of bankrupt from liabil- 
ity as surety on guardian’s bond. Jones v. 
vii, 
surety neglecting to prove his contingent 
liability cannot claim for payment after 
discharge. Lipscomb v. Grace vii, 
continuing contracts not affected by discharge. 
Robinson v. Peasant ix, 126; viii, 
arrest on non-dischargeable debt ; habeas 
corpus. Alsberg, re 
authentication of certificate of discharge. 
Miller v. Chandler 
discharge good against provable debt not 
scheduled, nor notice given creditor. Lamb 
v. Brown (with notes) 
effect of discharge on debts omitted in peti- 
tion by mistake. Hall v. Robbins q 
mere clerical errors in proceedings. Thornton 
v. Hogan ii 
effect of omissions from schedule. Heard v. 
Arnold i 
i i Payne v. 
Sascowully 
pleading discharge. 
defense of discharge in action on judgment. 
Bradford v. Rice, iv, 61; (remarked on), iv, 
pleading discharge in bankruptcy in state 
court. Ocean N. Bank (with notes).....vii, 
pleading discharge in collateral action. Hayes 
v. Ford xvi, 
effect of discharge pleaded by joint debtor. 
Dorn v. O’Neale 
benefit of discharge lost by not pleading it in 
defense. Rudge v. Rundle 
pleading Cischarge in state court ; estoppel 
by fraud of bankrupt. Medbury v. Swan; 
Batchelder v. Low 
setting up fraudulent concealment against 
bankrupt’s certificate of discharge. Perk- 
WOR: GOR... inks cigssconcsessetestapens ii, 
pleading discharge when sued outside of state. 
Clark v. Cousins. ......cccccccsccsesse xv, 
laches of bankrupt in not pleading discharge. 
Ferguson, 7¢ 
pleading discharge. 
pleading discharge. 
setting aside discharge. 
limitation of time for setting aside. Pickett 
v. McGarick (in full) xiii, 400; xiv, 
vacating discharge obtained by fraud, Augen- 


Jones v. Coker... .. 
Stoll v. Wilson 


annulling discharge fraudulently obtained ; 
change of name by bankrupt. Poillon v. 
Lawrence 

setting aside discharge. Buchstein, re. -Xvii, 

new promises and other matters. 

waiver of discharge. Dewey v. Moyer. .xvi, 

omission to enter order; — petition. 
NOR ee Oe v, 150; xviii, 

confession of judgment on old debt after dis- 
charge. Dewey v. Moyer 

new promise after discharge. 
Schoeneman 

new promise invalid if made before discharge. 
Ogden v. Redd 

conditional promises to pay barred eo 
Randidge v. Lyman. vii, 

~* oa reviving debt. 


Classen v. 


x, 

right of creditor after proof of debt, to main- 

tain action on refusal of discharge to debtor. 
Morse v. Dayton...........++. er 


7 , 
VIII. partnerships and corporations. 


partnership bankruptcy. 


individual bankruptcy of partners. Corey v. 


PAGE. 


202 


ii, 202 


881 
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Bankruptcy and insolvency—continued. 
bankruptcy of one partner. Wilkins v. Davis 
xv, 
effect of bankruptcy of individual partner. 
Amsinck v. 
adjudication against one partner on firm debt. 
esececes ii, 
right of firm a against bankrupt part- 
ner. Webb, 7 
petition inst ‘tun: involuntary petition 
procu by debtor. Matot, re...... xvii, 
proceedings against partnership after death 
of one partner. Temple, re 
adjudication of firm; of partners in separate 
proceedings. Plumb, re ii 
form of proceedings against firm. Morse, re, 
xiii, 
proceeding against firm doing business in 
name of one partner. Ess, re y 
execution lien for firm debt on individual 
ay of partner afterward bankrupt. 
andusky, 7¢ 
assignee of bankrupt partner and solvent part- 
ners joint owners and must join in suit as 
to partnership property. Halsey v. Norton, 
vii, 
when discharge relieves only from individual 
and not from partnership indebtedness. 
Corey v. Perry 
remedy of creditor against estates of partner 
and firm on notes signed by both. Emery 
v. Canal N. Bank vi, 
neglect of one partner to file schedule not a 
bar to discharge of the other. Schofield, re, 
i, 
right of creditors of old firm to share assets 
of new firm becoming bankrupt. Nims, re, 
xviii, 
right of partner to prove under previous 
agreement of copartner to indemnify him 
from firm debts. Phelps, re 
including special partner in schedules; his 
right to vote on composition. Henry, re, 
xvii, 
omission of copartners in voluntary petition 
of firm. Citizens’ N. Bank v. Cass .. .xviii, 
right of partner to propose individually for 
composition. Pool v. McDonald 
rights of assignee of bankrupt partner as to 
claims against firm. McLean, re 
recovery by assignee of property transferred 
by one partner. Barnwell v. Jones... .xiv, 
mortgage by partner on individual property 
= secure individual debt. Hewitt v. North- 


rup 
oral evidence admitted to prove title of part- 
nership property. Farmer, re....... xviii, 
action by assignee of surviving partners for 
preference by firm during life of deceased 


partner, Withrow v. Fowler 

distribution pari passu among partnership 
and individual creditors ; § 36 construed. 
Knight, re ix, 

marshaling assets as between firm and indi- 
vidual creditors. Downing, re 

proof by creditor holding property of indi- 
vidual partner for firm debt. May, re, xvii, 

adjusting rights of partners of bankrupt in 
real estate. Thrall v. Crampton 

joint and several claims ; loan on note of one 
partner. Herrick, re 

exemptions ; property purchased with part- 
nership assets divided on eve of bankruptcy. 
Melvin, re 

exemption purchase of homestead with notes 
of firm. Boothryd, re 

preference to federal government against 


PAGE. 


271 
411 


413 
419 
, 119 
437 
187 


294 
338 


422 


96 
17 
313 
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PAGE. 
Lewis v, United States 

, 385 
Beals, re, 
xvii, 
involuntary proceedings against firm where 
one partner is non-resident. Burton, 7, xvii, 
effect of filing petition against copartner on 
action by latter. Booth v. Meyer ..... Xv, 
bankrupts belonging to different firms. — 


bankrupt partners. 
(in full) 
residence in case of partnership. 


dissolved firm not to be adjudicated a cm 
Wee, TROP, P6606 osc ec cts cece xix, 
compelling unwilling copartners to join in 
petition in bankruptcy. Citizens’ N. Bank 
GUS ebcuihe os. 03.0562 ick) beans eae xix, 
exemption of stock in trade in Wisconsin ; 
partnership. Bjornsted, 7¢ ......... xviii, 
insolvency of one of two firms composed 
of same partners ; rights of creditors. Sav- 
age, re i 
proceeding by one partner against another. 
Wilson, re 
application of collaterals by creditor of bank- 
rupt firm. Lewis v. United States... .xiii, 
right to return of goods obtained by fraud as 
against assignee of copartner. Montgom- 
ery v. Bucyrus M. Works F 
validity of agreement of partner to obtain con- 
sent of firm to adjudication. Sanford v. 


proceedings against corporations. 

number of petitioning creditors required in 
involuntary proceeding against corporation. 
Oregon Printing Co., re (in full) 

corporation not discharged by bankruptcy be- 
yond dividends paid. New L. C. Co. v. 
Ses Ce OO Ba ok Snwcewsdcces xiii, 

involuntary petition against officers and stock- 
holders of corporation. James v. Atlantic 
Delaine Co xi, 

compulsory bankruptcy ; act of 1874, Detroit 
Car Works, re xiv, 

petitions under act of 1874. Oregon Pub. 
Co., 7é 

authority for proceedings by er 
Lady Bryan Mining Co., re. 

dismissing proceedings by consent, Tndianap: 
olis, etc., R. R., re 

waiver of ‘rights of bankrupt company, by 
attorney ; /aches of stockholders. Republic 
Ins. Co., re iii 

filing petition by corporation a breach of con- 
tract of employment. Pollard, ex parte, 

xvii, 

mortgage by insolvent company to secure 
debts, when valid. Union Pac. R. R., re, x, 

acts of bankruptcy by life insurance company; 
nou-payment of notes, etc. Hercules Ass. 
Co., re vi, 

§ 21, as to staying proceedings not applicable 
to corporation, Meyer vy. Aurora Ins. Co., 

vi, 3840 

application of bankrupt act to railroad com- 
panies. Adams v. Boston, H. & E. Co. .iii, 

acts of bankruptcy by railroad company ; 
frauds; non-payment of paper. Winter v. 
Towa, etc., R. R i 

verification of corporate petition; supple- 
mental affidavit. Hannibel, re 

insolvent bank continuing business ; question 
between new and old creditors. Richmond 
Mut. B. F. Society, etc., re 


as to bank paper, see also, checks ; guaranty ; 
negotiable instruments ; interest and usury ; 
alteration of instruments; as to gifts of 
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Banks—continued 
deposits, see gift; as to insolvency, see 
receivers ; assignment for creditors; con- 
cerning taxation of banks, see fazation ; as 
to false swearing by bank officers, see per- 


ry. 

ela connected topics: bailment ; corpora- 

tions ; subscriptions ; stocks ; consignment. 
in general, 

suing stockholders of foreign bank ; federal 

and state jurisdiction. Godfrey v. Terry, 
xviii, 

state cannot legalize suspension of specie pay- 

ments by state banks. Godfrey v. Terry, 
xviii, 

internal revenue bankers doing business as 
brokers liable for additional tax. Warren 
v. Shook ii 

what constitutes a banker under the revenue 
law. Selden v. Equitable Trust Co. (in 
full) 

validity of Wisconsin banking acts. 
man v. Younkin 

not authorized to purchase notes under Min- 
nesota act. Farmers & M. Bank v. Bald- 
win (with notes), xiv, 351; (in full), xiv, 

action against bank by assignee to recover 
usurious loans repaid by bankrupt. Tiffany 
v. Boatman’s Sav. Inst. (in full) ix, 

person identifying another to cashier not 
liable for honest mistake. St. Louis M. 
Bank v. Sells (with notes) i 

directors of private bank not partners. 
nett v. Dean 

office of director of national bank not triable 
by quo warranto, State v. Curtiss......ii, 

liquidation by trustees ; powers as to enfore. 
ing debts on real estate. Zauntzimpers v. 


Morse- 


personal liability of associates for deposits, 
under New York act of 1854. emucenit v. 

the certificate of organization. Thatcher v. 
West R. Bank 

errors in clearing-house ; 


ii 

rights of parties. 
Stuyvesant v. Nat. Mech, B. Ass 

right of bank with branch establishment to 


McKewan, 
vii, 

when bank is bona fide holder of note dis- 
counted. Platt v. xi 
refusal of bank to return its own bills deposi- 
ted as security for confederate notes bor- 
Abrahams v. Southwestern R. 


combine accounts. Garrett v. 


Bank 

general lien of bankers on securities ; bank- 
ers retaining money overpaid chargeable 
with interest. London Bank v. White, xx, 

set-off by depositor in case of bank’s insolv- 
ency. Harrisburg Bank v. Sherlock, xvi, 

liability of bank stockholder to creditors 
Pollard v. Bailey 

stockholder cannot set off depositor’s honk 
against his unpaid subscription. — My 
Mountain C. Banking Co 

lien of bank on dividends of indebted prow 9 
holder. Hagar v. Union N. Bank.. ...xii, 

as to stockholders, etc., see also, further on, 
national banks. 

a oe ‘or safe-keeping, etc. ; negligence. 
mds specially deposited stolen by teller. 
Scott v. Chester V. N. Bank (remarked on), 


PAGE. 


97 


97 


i, 216 


16 


i, 298 


391 


224 


383 


v, 144 


154 


ix, 153 ; xi, 237 


bank bound by officer taking package for safe- 


keeping. Pattison v. Syracuse N. Bank, x, 124 


when liable for securities taken by cashier for 
safe-keeping. Carlisle N. Bank v. Graham, 
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acts of bank officers ; 


cashiers ; authority ; 





PAGE, 

whether bank is responsible for theft occa- 
sioned by watchman’s negligence. Scull v. 
Kensington Bank (remarked on) vii, 245 

not liable for valuables left for safe-keeping. 
Whitney v. Brattleboro N. Bank 

liability for deposits left for safe- keeping. 
First N. Bank v. Rex xXx, 

presumptions as to cause of loss of deposited 
oe stolen from bank. Smith v. First 


N. 
liability ‘ot bank on deposit of commodity un- 
der special agreement. Planters’ Bank v. 
Union Bank ix, 
liability for loss of securities deposited as 
collateral and not withdrawn after payment, 
Third N. Bank v. Boyd (with notes)....xv 


safe-keeping ; national banks. 


national banks as safe oem companies. 
Balt. Third N. Bank v. Boyd xiii, 

liability for loss of bonds taken for safe- 
keeping. Carlisle F, N. Bank v. Graham 
(with notes) 95 
First N. Bank v, Graham (with notes), xiii, 8 

taking special deposits not within powers of 
national banks. Wiley v. Brattleboro N, 
Bank xi, 314 

liability for special deposits. Whitney v. 
Brattleboro N. Bank (in full) xviii, 471 
Chattahoochee N. Bank v. Schley 2 
Lyon First N. Bank v. Ocean N. 

full) 


Bank (in 


: preside nt ; directors. 

unlawful hy pothecation of collateral by presi- 
dent. Young v. Smalley xviii, 189 

bank liable for trust funds improperly in- 
vested by eg in stock of bank. Hol- 
den v.N. Y. & E.R. R 

certificate of pk signed by president ; 
question whether personal or bank contract 
for the jury. Coleman v.Elmira N. Bank,ix, 108 

money illegally borrowed by president recov- 
erable by bank. Lester v. Howard Bank, v, 188 

presumption in favor of president’s authority 
to make assignment. Belden v. Meeke..v, 137 

unlawful employment of broker to sell bank 
stock by president of bank ; liability of bank 
on consummated sale. Listare v. Best, xix, 242 

shareholder’s right to transfer stock ; bona 
fide sale to president buying with fraudulent 
purpose. Johnson v. Laflin (in full), xvii, eid 


, 190 


question whether loan made to bank or presi- 
dent personally; evidence of conversations, 
Pierson v. Atlantic Bank 37 
national bank not liable for acts of president 
as broker done in bank’s name. Allentown 
N. Bank v. Hoch 
discount of note; bank not bound by one 
director’s private knowledge of fraud. 
First N. Bank v. Christopher 
liability of directors for declaring dividends, 
and converting depositor’s bonds to ay 
them. United Soc. of Shakers v. Under- 
wood (with note) xii, 275 
how far acts of irregularly ogee? S direct- 
ors bind bank. penenieied v. East H. M. Co. 


(with notes) 
“official bonds, 
cashier not authorized to bind bank by indors- 
ing his own note for accommodation. W. 
St. Louis S. Bank v. Parmelee C. Bank (in 
PEE CEE ERA AE Pet .. xvi, 473 
transfer of certificate of stock by cashier’s in 
dorsement in blank. Matthews v. Mass. N 
Bank (in full) 
power to release surety. Cocheco N. Bank . 
Haskell (with notes) x, 260, 261; vii, 317 
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Banks—continued. 

Merchants’ Bank v. Rudolph 

acceptance of check made without authority 
by assistant cashier. Pope v. Albion Bank, 

xi, 

action in own name on note belonging to 
bank. Wright v. Stanley xvi, 

unable to bind bank by certificate of deposit 
for his own benefit. Miller v. Clyde N. 
Bank 

admissions of cashier as evidence 

question whether accommodation iudorse- 
ment by cashier was official or personal. 
Houghton v. First N. Bank (with notes), vii, 

presumption as to character of checks drawn 
in favor of bank cashier. Gettysburg wnt 
v. Kuhns 

title of bank to paper drawn to order of 
cashier. Angelica N. Bank v. Hall......v, 


bank liable for cashier's fraud in not entering 
Pahquioque 
v 


paper received for collection. 
Bank v. Bethel Bank 

sureties of cashier elected annually not liable 
for defaults after expiration of year. Harris 
v. Babbitt (with notes) xviii, 

action by bank on cashier’s bond; negligence 
in examining accounts no defense. Atlas 
Bank v. Brownell. i 

other = and employees. 

liability of banking company for false repre- 
sentation by manager; English act. Swift 
v. Winterbotham iii 

liability of sureties of bank messenger using 
keys intrusted to him to steal money of 
bank. German Am. Bank v. Auth (in fall), 

xix, 

effect on rights of bank of false statements 
by officers as to solvency of maker of note. 
O’Hare v. Second N. Bank 

when bound by payment made to yee tel- 
ler. E. R, Nat. Bank v. Gove. a, 

scope of general authority conferred on bank 
officers. Rhodes v. Webb 

relations with depositors. 

nature of bank certificate of ee 
v. Curtenius (with notes). . ‘ 
Johnson v. Henderson 


Tripp 
« eee, 


PAGE. 


178 
153 


359 
367 


417 


342 


23 


RN I, og os i hanes seesncsacee v, 3 


bank receiving check as deposit cannot after- 
ward return on discovering that drawer’s 
account is overdrawn. Oddie v. N. Y. N. 


effect of mistaken entry in pass-book by tel: 
ler. Asher v. N. Y. Nat'l Park Bank. vii, 
appropriation of payments by bank against 
customer keeping general account, and 
also obtaining loans. Kinnaird v. Webster, 
xix, 

rule in Clay- 


appropriation of bank deposits ; 
earmarks. 


ton’s case; fiduciary relation ; 
Hallett’s Estate 
ane filling up of bank orders signed in 
nk by depositor. Halifax Guardians v. 
Wheelright 
bank liable for paying money to messenger 
on check sent for deposit. Bristol K. Co. v. 
First N. Bank 
liability of bank paying deposit receipt with 
forged indorsement ; effect of stipulation in 
favor of bank. Colonial Bank v. McConkey, 
v, 
taking bank certificate of deposit to order of 
third person ; revocation by assignment to 
creditors. Simonton v. Minn. N. Bank 
(with notes) 
action by one de 


siting in name of another. 
Broderick v., 


altham S. Bank x, 


378 
91 


Banks—continued. 
banking account in one partner’s name. 
ance Bank v. Kearsley 


Alli- 


Camp’s Appeal 
eatvedh on bank deposits ; compound interest 
recoverable against defaulting bank, Com. 
Bank v. Mechanics’ Bank (in full)..... xv, 
lawfulness of interest on deposits. (N. Y.) 
Juliand v. Watson i, 
writing up of bank-book and return of checks; 
obligations of depositor as to examination 
(with notes) 
holding deposit to secure contract between 
other parties, not ultra vires. Bushnell v. 
Chautauqua N. Bank iii 
bank cannot apply deposit to debt of deposi- 
tor not due. Jordan v. Shoe & L. N. Bank 
xviii, 
application of deposits against liability of de- 
positor. Mahauve N. Bank v. Peck... .xx, 
Tobey’s exec'rs v. Manuf. Bank, i, 
banker cannot refuse check offered by deposi- 
tor in payment of debt to bank. Lauback 
setting off deposit with insolvent banker 
against note. Smith v. 
depositor’s right of set-off on debts to insolv- 
ent bank. Fort v. McCully. 
deposit as trustee ; production ‘of pass-book. 
Clark v. Clark 
depositing in own name as trustee for another. 
Ray v. Simmons 
depositors not preferred to other creditors on 
insolvency of bank. Horwitz v. Ellinger, ii, 
withdrawal of funds by receiver appointed 
after check drawn, but before presentment. 
Att’y-Gen. v. ¢ ‘ontinental Ins. Co 
question whether deposit made at banking 
office was on bank account or private 
bankers doing business there. Bowman v. 
EJmira N. Bank , 
taking deposit overpaid by mistake of clerk, 
animo furandi, held larceny. Reg. v. Mid- 
dleton iii 
checks ; rights of holders ; forgery,etc.; see also, 
alteration of instruments. 
orders on deposits with bank in liquidation, 
not checks. Harmanson v. Bain xv, 
bank not liable to drawee of check on promise 
to depositor. Carr v. N. Security Bank 
(with notes) 
liability of bank to holder of check. Seventh 
N. Bank v. Cook 
bank not liable for refusing payment of check. 
Republic Bank v. Millard .lii, 283, 
action against bank for dishonoring customer’s 
bill. Trodel v. Australia C. Bank i 
estoppel of bank pronouncing check good. 
Pope v. Albion Bank 
bank discounting note cannot refuse to pay 
check of maker on his insolvency before 
maturity of note. Chicago N. Bank v. 
Grand R. N. Bank (in full) ix 
bank bound by giving credit for deposited 
check afterward caw to be an over- 
draft. Oddie v. N. Y. City Bank 
question of check paid under mistake of fact, 
Boylston N. Bank vy. Richardson iii, 
holder of check cannot off-set it against debt 
to bank. Case v. Henderson (with notes), vii, 
time for presentment. Syracuse, etc., 
v. Collins 
bank liable for amount of checks signed by 
depositor and indorsed with forged name 
by his clerk, Welsh v. German Am. Bank 





(with notes) 
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, 438 


349 
161 


298 
311 
496 
240 
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y, 172 
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, 388 


335 


190 
285 


, 238 
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Banks—continued. 
bank not liable on check without acceptance. 
Washington N. Bank v. Whitman (in full), 
Xv, 
bank pa ing post-dated check before date lia- 
ble. fine cliffe v. Ballarat B. Co 
bank accepting and paying forged check not 
allowed to recover back from bona fide 
holder. Salt Springs Bank v. Syracuse = 
Institution 
forged indorsement of check payable to aie 
under 16 and 17 Vict. Ogden v. Benas. xi, 
certification ; fraud, etc. 
certification of fraudulently raised check. 
Marine N. Bank v. Nat. City Bank (re- 
marked on) 
authority of bank cashier as to certifying 
checks. Dorsey v. Abrams (in full) . .xvii, 
liability of bank for check drawn without 
funds and accepted by cashier. ~~ 
Albion Bank 
effect of certification of altered check by ole 
ignorant of alteration. North Am. Bank 
v. Commonwealth N. Bank 
effect of certification by, as o subse- 
quent holders. Hagan v. N. Y. Bowery N. 


check raised after certification. 
Hibernia Bank 

certification and payment of raised check ; 
money not recoverable by bank. Louisiana 
N. Bank v. Citizens’ Bank (with notes), xiii, 

estoppel of bank to deny certification to be 
genuine, after once declaring it all right. 
Continental N. Bank v. Commonwealth = 


Helvese vy. 


effect of certification of check by bank Sie 
ward insolvent, to release drawer. Jersey 
City N. Bank v. Leach ii 

certification of raised check. Louisiana Bank 
v. Citizens’ Bank (in full) iii, 
Houston C. Bank v. First N. Bank (in full), 

xiii, 

certification of checks; liability of bank. 
Nolan v. New York Bank 

certification of altered check. Marine N. Bank 
i 6 4 66osantebbesasende: 0 ix, 

collection ; diligence ; sub-agents. 

action against bank for failure to make de- 

mand and give notice. Ayrault v. — 


payment into bank which then fails ; good ‘t 
by order of holder. Osborn v. Baird. - xix, 

neglect of bank taking paper for collection. 
Pahquioque Bank v. “Bethel Bank 

negligence of bank in collecting draft; usage; 
measure of damages. Trinidad N. Bank 
v- Denver N. Bank iii 
Lindauer v. N. Y. Fourth N. Bank 

bank liable for departure from directions as to 
sending check. Ames v. York N, Bank, iv, 

charging bank with receipt of money due on 
note; effect of bank’s own entries, and 
writing “ paid” on note. Prince v. Orien- 
tal B. Association i 

title to money received by insolvent bank on 
draft sent for collection. German A, Bank 
v. Missouri N. Bank (in full) 

presentment ; bill slipping through crack of 
cashier’s desk before being seen. i 
Bank v. Phil. Bank 

liability of bank receiving notes for abe 
for negligence of notary. Ayrault v. Pacific 


PAGE. 


392 
207 


i, 114 


12 


252 


Bank vii, 201 


P.M : responsibility of collecting bank 
for sub-agents. Hyde v. Lacon Bank (with 


xiii, 340 


Kent v, Dawson Bank (with notes) ... 
11 


.xv, 503 


Banks—continued. 





PAGE. 

bank liable for default of correspondent em- 
ployed to collect promissory note, Indig v. 
Brooklyn N. Bank (in full) i 

action to recover amount of note sent plaintiff 
for collection, and paid over under mistaken 
belief that maker had paid. Union N. 
Bank vy. Sixth N. Bank 

charging note received for collection to 
maker's account, and remitting amount un- 
der mistake as to maker’s account. Whiting 
v. Rochester City Bank 


savings banks. 


assessment of, under New York laws, People 
v. Rochester Assessors 

subscription by savings institution to mill 
stock ultra vires. Franklin Co. v. Lewiston 
Institution iii 

whether bank liable for payment of forged 
draft on presentation of deposit book. 
Allen v. Williamsburg 8. Bank 

payment by savings bank to wrong person 
who obtained book fraudulently. Donlan 
v. Provident Institution x 

conversion of savings bank book; larceny 
and embezzlement distinguished. Common- 
wealth v. Doherty 

mortgage given to bank by trustee to make 
up a deficit ; valid; consideration. Best v. 

453 

ownership of surplus in ‘savings banks. 
Huntington v. Nat, 8. Bank (in full), xviii, 92 

New York act giving preference to savings 
Bank ig oy in bank ; case of loan, Ger- 
man § xv, 514 

right of ‘dean to set off deposit against 
debt to bank, becoming insolvent. New 
Amst. 8. Bank v. Tartter(with notes).xvii, 318 


national banks ; in general. 


conversion from state to national banks; acts 
by old officers. Lockwood v. Am. N, Bank, 
i, 415 
can be located in but one state. Camden N. 
Bank v. Pierce (in full) iii, 16 
suits against,in state courts; venue. Crocker 
v. Marine N. Bank... oo+ Ai, 988s ¥, 
suing in district outside of that of location. 
Main v. Chicago N. Bank (in full) 
their right to sue not controlled by judiciary 
act. Cleveland Com. Bank v. Simmons 


illegality of attachment on warrant issued by 


state court against national bank. 
peake Bank v. Baltimore N. Bank 
jurisdiction of state courts over larcenies of 
national bank officers. Commonwealth v. 
Barry (with notes)........... xii, 66; xvii, 
jurisdiction of federal circuit courts where 
national banks are parties. Mitchell v. 
OE hon kos ace biss tiara, bares > > a 
indictment of officer for embezzlement in state 
court. Commonwealth v. Felton 
actions for erg against, in state courts, 
Gruber v. First N xix, 
question of right of, to make loan should be 
tried in federal courts. Duryea, re... xvii, 
to protect trustee of national bank ‘stock from 
personal liability, books must show trust. 
Davis v. Essex B. Society 
not authorized to deal in commercial paper. 
Lazear v. Baltimore N. U. Bank (with notes), 


xx, 
Atlas N. Bank Aas 


Chesa- 


power to purchase notes. 
Savery 

not authorized to act as bond-brokers. . 

duty on reduction of capital stock, to return 
surplus to shareholders. Seeley v. N. Y. 
Exchange Bank 
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Banks—continued. 


PAGE. 
when may take mortgage. Burlington N. 
Bank ay ower pEgsuce es a4. denen - -xx, 477 
power to take pledges of chattels. Pitts. 
burgh Car Works v. State Bank xii, 280 
mortgage taken to secure future loan ultra 
vires. Words v. Pittsburgh P. Bank..xv, 87 
mortgage on real estate given to bank to 
secure loan unlawful ; mortgage to presi- 
dent. Fridley v. Bowen ii, 119 
sale to directors of collatera] securities. Hay- 
ward v. Eliot N. Bank iii, 38 
not authorized to take deed of trust on real 
estate tosecure loan. Matthews v. Skinner, 
xiv, 
action not maintainable by bank on note 
purch: for speculation. Rochester N. 
Bank v. Pierson (in full) 
power to compromise contested claim. Char- 
lotte Bank v. Balt. Exch. Bank, xiii, 314, 335 
lien on bank stock for discount to —_— 
Bullard v. Bank 


Fridley v. Bowen 
action by national bank to recover back 
—— ee in purchase of notes. Attle- 
nk v. Rogers xviii, 397 
my aie produce for owner liable for 
money received, First N. Bank v. Priest, 
ii, 
may recover on note purchased contrary to 
banking act. N. Pemberton Bank v. Porter 
(in full) vi 
loan on real security enforceable, though 
illegal. Union N. Bank v. Matthews (in 
full) i 
no defense that note was acquired ultra vires. 
National P. Bank v. Porter (with notes), 
xviii, 
see also, O’Hare v. National Bank (with 


Stephens v. Monongahela N. Bank, 
xix, 

Bly v. Titusville Bank 

Union G@, M. Co. v. R. 


M. Bank, 
XVii, 
omy by national banks under federal act of 


1864. Central Nat. Bank v. Pratt (with 

jurisdiction of state court over action to re- 

cover usurious interest paid national bank. 

Bletz v. Columbia N. Bank (in full), xviii, 

(with notes), xviii, 

recovery in state court of penalty for usury. 

Ordway v. Central N. Bank (with notes), 

xviii, 

penalty for usury; state and federal laws. 
Hintermeister v. Chittenango N. Bank, xi, 1 
Whitehall First N. Bank v. Lamb (in full), 
vi, 382; ii, 


63 


62 


476 
see also 161 
not subject to state usury laws in dealing 
with corporations. (N. Y.) Wild, re (in 
full). 
application of state usury laws to national 
banks. Whitehall N. Bank v. Lamb — 
notes) 
Tiffany v. Missouri N. Bank (in full), ix, 28: 
x, 
usury by by national banks ; jurisdiction of 
state courts; set-off. Hade v. MeVay (in 


235 


74 
108 


Barnet v. Muncie N. Bank 
may char, interest allowed to state 


banks. . Bank v. Duncan....xviii, 19 





Banks—continued. 
effect of statute authorizing state banks to 
contract for any rate of interest. First N. 
Bank v. Gruber 
cumulative penalties for usury. Hintermis- 
ter v. Chittenan 
right of accommodation indorser to take ad- 
vantage of usury. Auburn N. Bank v. 
Lewis xix, 
usury by national banks. Cake v. Lebanon 
First N. Bank (in full) ; 
usurious discount of business paper by na- 
tional bank. Johnson v. Gloversville N. 
Bank ii 
usury. Rigley v. Beverley N. Bank. . 
Bly v. Titusville Bank 
Duncan v. Mt. Pleasant N. Bank, xv, 
Buffalo Third N. Bank v.Van Vleck, i, 
claims of forfeiture under national currency 
act. Wheeler v. Pittsburg U. N. Bank,xvii, 
unlawful interest ; renewal notes. Stephens 
v. Monongahela N. Bank i 
extension of note on consideration in part 
usurious. Oates v. Montgomery N. Bank, 
xx, 
renewals; right of director borrowing from 
bank to set up unlawful interest. Cadiz — 
N. Bank v. Slemmons. r - Xviii, 
assignment of right of action against bank 
for usury. Wright v. Greensberg N. Bank 
(in full) i 
national banks ; liability of stockholders. 
liability of stockholders on failure of bank. 
Davis v. Stevens (in full) ........... «Se, 
shareholder estopped to deny legal organiza- 
om, Clee, Geet. 26... 5005 ee * 
liability of shareholders’ estates to assessment 
for debts; executors and administrators 
not personally liable. Davis v. Weed, xviii, 
bill against stockholders under § 50; parties; 
conduct of suit under district attorney. 
Kennedy v. Gibson oly 
to protect trustee holding stock from personal 
liability ; books must show trust, Davis v. 
Essex B. "Society xviii, 
enforcing personal liability of stockholders. 
Bailey v. Sawyer 
national banks ; insolvency ; receivers. 
state court may enjoin and appoint receiver. 
Merchants’ Nat. Bank v. Trustees, etc. xx, 
suits against insolvent national banks; rights 
of receiver, etc. Selma First N. Bank = 
Colby 
proving appointment of receiver, 
Beebe 


action by receiver to enforce liability of share- 
holder ; statute ot limitation ; composition. 
Price v. Yates (in full) 

suit by receiver for demands due bank. 
Metropolis N. Bank v. Kennedy 2 

what is “debt” to bank. Clots v. Bently, v, 

actions against bank after appointment of 
receiver. Pahquioque Bank v. Bethel Bank, 

v, 417; iv, 

dissolution by state court of attachment levied 
before receiver appointed. Selma First N. 
Bank v. Colby 

national banks ; taxation. 

bank’s lien on shares of stock for local __ 
Simmons v. Aldrich 

validity of Massachusetts act of 1868 for rosa 
ing national bank shares. Provident Insti- 
tution v. Boston 

assessment of, under New York laws. 
mung N. Bank v. Elmira 

deduction for real estate. People v. Comm'rs 
(im full)... 0+ -0 ee eee ee scenes eeees xvii, 

injunction granted to national bank, restrain- 
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345 
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, 388 
, 298 
330 
282 
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Banks—continued. PAGE. 


ing unlawful tax. Toledo Bank v. Cum- 
ming (remarked on) 
owner of shares to be taxed in place of resi- 
dence. Clapp v. Burlington 
validity of state act taxing owners of national 
bank shares without regard to residence. 
Tappan v. Merchants’ N. Bank (in full), ix, 
state taxation of circulating notes of national 
banks. Montgomery C. Comm’rs v: Elston, 
iv, 
shares liable to state tax at actual value. 
Hepburn v. Carlisle School Directors... .xi 
taxation under state laws. State v. Fairbault 
N. Bank ; People v. Tax Comm’rs 
see also, Adams v. Nashville (in full)... 
Waite v. Dowley 
People v. Tax Comm’rs (in ov xv, 
St. Louis N. Bank v. Papen... .xiv, 
Americus N. Bank v. Peer..... . Xvi, 
Gorgas’ appeal i 
People v. Albany Assessors ; Tappan 
v. Merchants’ N. Bank 
Bagnall v. State 
Louisville First N. Bank v. State, i, 
Morseman v. Younkin 
Bastards; Bastardy, 
connected topics: legitimacy ; parent and 
child. 
jurisdiction where child born on high seas. 
Marshall v. Murgatroyd 
death of child not failure of consideration of 
agreement for payments by father. — 


marriage of applicant for summons ; 
act. Torer v. 
defense of satisfaction in previous action. 
Carter v. State 
proof must follow complaint as to time of 
act, etc. Hull v. People xx, 
testimony as to paternity must be positive. 
Baker v. State 
doctrine of reasonable doubt not applicable 
to bastardy cases. Stovall v. State... .xvi, 
Seman v. People. ..xx, 
comparison of color of hair on question of 
legitimacy. Petrie v. Howe (remarked on), 
x, 
ee as to paneatay. Sterling v. Ster- 
in 
Cook v. People 
Bequest; see devise and legacy. 
Betterments; see municipal corporations ; (local 
improvements. 
Betting; see gaming. 
Bicycles ; see highway. 
Bigamy and Polygamy, 
connected topics : adultery ; marriage ; di- 
vorce. 
presumptions as to validity of marriage in 
prosecution for bigamy. Reg. v. Creswell 
(remarked on) 
indictment for bigamy ; evidence to prove di- 
vorce from former wife invalid. People v. 
Dawell (with notes) : x, 
federal statutes against polygamy constitu- 
tional. Reynolds v. United States (in 7 
xix, 
what constitutes. Gise v. Commonwealth, 
xvi, 
King v. State ii 
second marrige while husband living, invalid. 
Webster v. Webster 
first marriage must be proved valid; presump- 
tion. Weinberg v. State iv, 16; ii, 
bigamy ; rule as to knowledge of absent for- 
mer wife under Maryland act. Barber v. 


189 





PAGE, 


Bills of exchange ; see negotiable instruments ; 
checks ; banks. 
Bills of lading; see also, railroads ; shipping and 


admiralty ; express companies ; carriers ; 
stoppage in transitu ; conflict of laws. 
passing of property in goods by delivery of car- 
rier’s receipt. First N. Bank v. Dearborn 
(with notes) ii 
delivery of bill of lading effectual to pass 
title, though not indorsed. City Bank v. 
Rome 
trover by original seller of grain holding rail- 
road receipts against commission merchant. 
Taylor v. Turner 
rights of consignee claiming to hold goods for 
advances as against transferee of bill of 
lading. Chicago M. Bank v. Wright... vi, 
action by equitable owner of bill of lading 
for wrongful detention of it. Dutscher v. 
Comptoir, etc oo 5 SN, 
rights of holder of bill of lading as security 
forloan. Cincinnati First N. Bank v. Kelly,xi, 
promise of consignee to accept draft on receipt 
of bill of lading: liability for refusal to 
holder. St. Louis E. Bank v. Rice... . viii, 
Carr v. Nat. Sec. Bank iii 
delivery of bill conditional on mr? of 
draft. New York Guar. Co. v. Flynn....x, 
necessity of bills of lading accompany ing 
drafts. Gelpeke v. Quentell 
bills of lading as security for advances. 
Leather v. Simpson (with notes) iii 
bill of lading attached to time draft; agent 
justified in delivering bill on acceptance of 
draft. Boston Bank of C. v. Memphis M. 
Bank (in full) " 
bill of lading sent conditionally on acceptance 
of bill of exchange sent with it. Shepard 
v. Harrison i 
draft against goods shipped ; applying goods 
to satisfy judgment on draft. Hood v. 
i Ere eer rer rrrT reer xviii, 
second ill of lading given for goods in tran. 
situ. Pattison v. Culton iv, 
right of holder of true bill of lading against 
subsequent holders of fraudulent bills ob- 
taining goods. Buffalo M. Bank v. Fiske, 
xvii, 
when title vests under bill of lading; delivery 
to true owner instead of consignee. —_ 
v. The Idaho 
right of holder against consignee. Emery’s 
Sons v. Irving Bank ............... - xiii, 
what constitutes delivery of goods; drafts 
drawn against consignment. Dows v. ~ § 
waukee Ex. Bank (in full) iii, 
power to dispose of goods held under bill of 
lading on vendee’s default. Ogg v. Shuter 
(with notes) 
transfer of a effectual as pledge of goods 
shipped. Barber v. Meyerstein ii, 
passing of property by indorsement of ; effect 
of ant English act. Finlay v. Liverpool 
& St. Co 
effect of special indorsement. Buffalo = é 
M. Bank v. Hazeltine 
transfer by indorsement. Robinson v. Stuart, 
xviii, 
Falkenburg v. Clark 
Ind. N. Bank v. Colgate. . . iii, 
verbal contract not merged in bill of lading 
given afterward and not examined. Bost- 
wick v. Baltimore & Ohio R. R iv, 
unsigned bill of lading admissible as memo- 
randum. Weide v. Davidson........ - iii, 


not to be varied by by pee out negotiations. 
Long v. N. Y. C TORRES ots. ...vii, 280 


iii, 518 


241 


395 
160 


108 


123 


453 
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Bills of lading—continued. 
effect of omission of words “or order or 
assigns.” Henderson v.Comptoir de Paris,x, 
estoppel to deny amount of freight shipped, 
after signature of bill of lading by captain. 
Busk v. Pavenstedt (with notes)........ xi, 
prima facie evidence of quantity. McLean 
v. Fleming, iv, 
but not conclusive. Lynch v. Gardner. .xvi, 
parol evidence to explain bill. The Lad 
Franklin q - 
Bill of particulars; see pleading and practice ; 
equity ; appeal. 
; see alteration of instruments. 
Boarding-house ; see innkeepers. 
Book entries; see discovery ; evidence ; 
cians ; public lands ; accounts. 
Bonds, 
as to bonds given in special cases, see arrest 
and imprisonment ; bail ; attachment ; ap- 
peal ; replevin ; as to bonds of public offi- 
cers, see office and officers; sheriffs and 
constables ; see also, sureties ; alteration of 
instruments ; coupons ; negotiable instru- 
ments; assignment; seal; limitation of 
actions ; as to municipal bonds, see muni- 
cipal corporations. 
discharge by act of God preventing per- 
formance. Scully v. Kirkpatrick..... xiv, 
unsealed instruments delivered as bond. 
Boothway v. Giles... .....-......... i 
conditional signing ; failure of others to exe- 
cute as promised. Dair v. Un. States, viii, 
when one is bound by signing bond on which 


physi- 


other parties who were to sign jointly are 
fraudulently omitted. Dagler v. Baker, xx, 
bond in alternative. Dumont v. United 
MD. Focnccesegeccsdceccesresecsvs xviii, 


validity of stipulation in bond of fixed sum 
for attorneys’ fees. Wilson 8. M Co. v. 
Moreno +eneeeiee 

as to similar provisions in notes, see negotiable 
instruments. 

sureties of cashier elected annually not liable 
for defaults after expiration of year. Harris 
v. Babbitt (with NOLES)... ..-+ + -++s- xviii, 

sureties on bond of insurance agent defense 
of fraud against — Magee v. Man- 
hattan Ins. Co. (in full)............... xiii, 

breach of condition of bond to support 
secured by mortgage, revesting of estate 

ed. Bresnahan v. Bresnahan, xix, 


ee 


PAGE. 


104 


331 
357 


317 


342 


451 


320 


mo 
joint and several bonds. Olmstead v. Bailey, - 
li, 15 
question as to bond making principal liable 
for whole sum, and sureties for propor- 
tional parts. Comm. N. Bank v. Gorham, . 
xii, 317 
parties in action against surviving obligors. 
BOOS WV. GRIEG. occ cc ciccscsccoadees xiii, 275 
recitals single and signature joint. Leith v. 
ka e5adn ty sheers speeds Stange ceaans ii, 173 
action by one heir on bond payable to heirs, 
BT, WE ccede cceuccwecsidas viii, 220 
parol evidence as to recitals of bond ; evidence 
of delivery as escrow. Cocks v. Barker, vi, 419 
holder of men el lien entitled to show 
amount due on bond. Price’s appeal, xvi, 69 
action on bond person secured by it, 
though not A therein. Huntington v. 
PEE nc op scubcnteviacscicdesenstesees i, 298 
how far recovery of judgment is conclusive 
proof of liability in action by defendant on 
indemnity bond. Hart v Messenger....iv, 337 
privity i ; when surety on bond not liable to 
third party. Simson v. Brown........ xv, 166 
penalt i not measure of damages in action on 
Beers v. 8 s6cccccccesmven, 179 





Bonds — continued. 
actual damages to be shown to recover on 
bond of Selemete. Weller v. Ames. . .iv, 
question of liquidated damages or penalty. 
Studabaker v. White 

as to liquidated damages, see also, damages. 
when action is “ determined ”’ within meanin 
of bond for payment of sum recovered. 


Barnaby v. Earle (remarked on) ....... x, 
undertaking to obey and perform the judg- 
ments of the court construed. Claflin v. 
WEE 60 Aa tc cawetsecdatenssedis chin otes iv, 
Boundaries; see adverse possession ; deeds. 
Bounties, 
connected topics: army; pensions. 
under president’s call of 1861. United States 
CMD ouseitncccsccliesaceedudscoacne< 4, 
bounty laws not contracts. Salt Co. v. East 
des ccecsdgcce iucs- Viscose ee vi, 
minor’s claim for. Baker v. Baker........ i, 
Stiles v. Danville .... ii, 
effect of desertion on claim for. Bingham v. 
PU bes SéGids vss based bacndnede i, 
desertion to be proved by record evidence. 
We WC so 5.ck - cicvcdiconcess i, 
mandamus to county supervisors. People v. 
Columbia Supervisors ..............+4+- i, 
conversion of torn bounty bonds. Carver v. 
Sent ntssacicntacdnsencsvibeseces 
town agents; declarations. Stiles v. Danville, 
ii, 
New York act of 1864 concerning bounties. 
People v. Col. Supervisors............. ii, 
attorney withholding back pay and bounty 
collected. United States v. Benecke. .xix, 
exemption of bounty money ; note received 
for bounty money invested. Youmans = 
UE =) RNcccwnnes secccscccaes x, 
other cases concerning bounties, Hilliard v. 
Stewartstown.. .... gececcccccces severe iii, 
Keogh v. Scott County ...........-.... iii, 
Knowlton v. Sanbornton..............- iii, 
People v. Westford Auditors............ i 
Breach of promise; see marriage ; seduction. 


Breaking and entering; see burglary. 
Bribery ; see office and officers. 
Bridges ; see highways and bridges. 
Brokers, 
connected topics: agency; factors; stacks ; sale ; 
vendor and purchaser ; custom and usage. 
in genera. 
personal liability of broker not disclosing 
principal. Southwell v. Bowditch... .xiii, 
liability of cotton brokers for goods fraudu- 
lently bought by previous holder purchased 
in their own name for undisclosed princi- 
pal. Fowler v. Hollins 
custom of London dry-goods market as to 
liability for price of broker buying for un- 
disclosed principal. Imp. Bank v. London, 
etc., Dock C 
action by cotton broker in his own name for 
non-acceptance of goods not maintainable. 
Fairlie v. Fenton 
— of personal liability of broker mak- 
a ie note on account of ahiaet princi- 
Gadd v. Houghton... . ; xiv, 
liabilities incurred by default on contracts 
undertaken for principal. Duncan v. Hill, 
viii, 
knowledge of broker not the knowledge of 
purchaser. Moorehead v. Gilmore (in full), 
xi, 
effect of fraud by agent, and rescission by pur- 
chaser, as affecting agent’s right to com- 
missions, Atwater v. Atkinson ... vii, 
effect of signing entry in broker’s book. 
Thompson v. Gardiner. . 


ee 


ee 
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382 
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518 


118 


394 
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299 
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Brokers— continued. PAGE. 
broker’s memorandum of sale. Butler v. 
Paes GE BB). oc ccsickc consees xiii, 334 
commissions. 


stock-brokers ; collaterals ; margins ; see also, 





broker not allowed to recover commissions 
from both parties. Lynch v. Fallon (with 


Peer ere eon r ere eee xvi, 159 
double agency of broker. Duryee v. Lester, 
xix, 158 


action to recover commissions taken by agent 
fron opposite party. Morrison v. Thomp- 


OO ID 5. din do'4 tee tedinnssntassabes x, 1 
acting for both parties. Hendricks v. Kom, 
iv, 


commission for finding purchaser though 
principal changes his mind. Delaplane 
Cy PON 6 Kaecccsesbinesashpandes xviii, 136 
measure of damages where customer refuses 
to take stock paid for by broker. Giddings 
ere iv, 220 
recovering value of services though part of 
contract therefor is void, Freeman v, Sa- 


|, eT Ce ee Orne Pe xviii, 497 
extra charges for negotiating loans; New 
York act. Cook v. Phillips........... 28 


agreement for commission cenaithondl on Pm 
fendant obtaining contract. Taylor v. 
PED 006i ist: aed cares dbase samen xviii, 418 
practice as to deducting extra commission 
from price stipulated. Martin v. Silliman, 
ix, 

commission not recoverable by engineer agree- 
ing as part consideration to induce employer 
to contract with defendant. Harrington v. 


— Ls are ee ee xviii, 378 
— as to rate of commissions. Carter v. 

Philadelphia Coal Co ...............- xiii, 46 
Siegel v. Lewis ........- ssseeseseses: iv, 
question as to commission on sale of ship. 

Bayley v. Chadwick... ......02 seece xix, 138 


lien for brokerage. Barry v. Boninger. .xvii, 371 
broker’s right of lien on policies of insurance 
effected by him. Fisher v. Smith ....xix, 341 
broker made referee not liable for want of 
skill. Pappa v. Rose. ..vi, 435; vii, 60; v, 28 
agreement to compensate broker for action 
causing suspension from broker’s board. 
pa ere ee xvi, 413 
question whether contract of employment 
covered second transaction. McClave v. 


Py 6. sb rene intr piniasheresssaneen vii, 122 
overpayment by buying broker to selling 
broker. Newhall v. Tonulson.......... vy, 


duty of dealer in securities as to examining 
notices sent him of thefts. Seybel v. Nat. 
TK Ps catenin asahdnkn 4 Hine weed ix, 324 


stocks . 
seats in stock exchange ; distribution of pro- 
ceeds under by-laws where member dies. 
Thompson v. Adams (with notes)...... xvi, 403 
application of Massachusetts act making void 
contracts for stock not owned by seller. 
NT: WOON 06.26 04ccbedeaananenes iv, 220 
liability of gualciaiinns < on purchase made in 
name of one not legally competent. Nick- 
Ts BND 6 0060.00.  cendonadaed tee xiii, 30 
purchasers of stock by broker; duties of 
broker and customer; evidence. Rosen- 
CEE Ti TU. is 40 scsasassvcaes ii, 498 
relations of broker and customer in specula- 
tive purchases of stocks; usage. a = 
PND 6 K6<sbprcdsndnisnianeenobnsouiis 65 
measure of damages where stock is sold * 
broker at lower rate than selling price 
named by principal. Mott v. Renshaw, iv, 28 
question of broker’s authority to sell stock. 





A ee erm ee iv, 368 


. | Brokers—continued. PAGE. 


action by broker against customer; proof of 
purchase and sale of stock by letters of cor- 
respondent. Rosenstock v. Tormey..... v, 139 
sale of stock by brokers without authority ; 
subsequent rise in value. Hoyt v. Cubbidge, 
viii, 
rights of customer against broker converting 
stock and afterward selling at advance. 


Bebe ¥, TAG. 005505 00b+nsesennds vii, 123 
broker buying stock for customer not to make 
profit for himself. Day v. Holmes..... iv, 220 


use by broker for bis own purposes of princi- 
pal’s stock given as collateral ; usage. 
Lawrence v. Maxwell ..............++. vi, 387 
attempt of broker to hold stock purchased for 
another broker, against latter’s debt. Fisher 
© Siig kk coknradensss ened mbe.neds vi, 488 
measure of damages against broker unlaw- 
fully selling stocks purchased on margin. 
Baker v. Drake (in full and remarked on), 
viii, 339, 340 
rights of broker and principal where former 
makes short sale on margin ; covering sale 
without instructions, White v. Smith, ix, 
duty of broker as to stock held on margin; 
payment by owner to obtain release of 
stock not. a voluntary payment. Stentonv. 
PNG 600sedin daisies euaeanedes ix, 359 
notice to owner necessary on sale for non-pay- 
ment of margin. Gowman vy. Smith. xix, 57 
selling “short” on margin ; duty of broker. 
Cameron v. Durkheim ...... -.......... x, 154 
deposit of stock as margin; sale by broker 
to third person. McNeil v. N. Y. Tenth 


os 


72 


Bei Os a+ sa cennespatsiareediaen shan i, 215 
PROTRAUA Vj FORGO 5 o.50n cendecsccadons i, 38 
use by broker of stock deposited as margin. 
Lawrence v. Maxwell..............05+ iii, 209 
sale of securities given for margin ; : mee 
SAOWOLE T.. TURNS 9.6 5.050 0n 00ce0s 204; 43 


purchases by broker on credit of stolen bende 
delivered as margin. Taft v. Chapman, vii, 373 

note for ‘‘margins;” leaving question of 
gambling transactions to jury. Fareira v. 
ee ee oe ee mre xix, 282 


real estate brokers ; commissions. 


agency to sell land may be conferred by parol. 
Long v. Hartwell (in full).............. iv, 322 
when broker’s employment terminates ; pur- 
chase for his own interest. Bain v. Brown, 
vii, 393 
second sale by agent who obtained assign- 
ment of first contfact; liable to nee 
for profits. Bain v. Brown. . : 
real estate agency not a ‘‘ professional yong 


ployment.” Pennock v. Fuller........ xx, 295 
duty to communicate information to principal. 
Pamtt 0. POAGGIIOR. 6 ccs coos svcccesaes xv, 291 


right to commission on finding purchaser, 
though sale not completed. cConnell v. 


commissions from both parties ; recoverable 

if parties have notice. Rowe v. Stevens,ix, 39 
broker’s right to double commissions. Scrib-. 

ner v. Collar (with notes)............. xix, 406 
compensation conditional on completed sale 

of land; failure of sale through acts of 


vendor. Norris v. Maitland........... xvi, 84 
usage as to payment of commission. Pope v. 
GN ccriscctndertenseed con wennseasee x, 14 
what services give right to commissions. 
Chandler v. Sutton........ ..ccseceee- ix, 242 
WOOE F. MOOG. crccccscccscivccacockens xv, 147 
SRR Licienicavsonversesiede xv, 164 
Bayley v. Chadwick.............+.005 xvi, 187 
ORI SBN oo.6:0000ccsencevcsievase x, 345 
Sussdorff v. Schmidt. ..................- x, 122 
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Brokers — continued. PAGE. 
Lloyd v. Matthews.......... (stone 
De Figaniere v. Smith iii, 188 
Cook v. Kroemeke 172 
Wylie v. N. Y. M. N. Bank ‘ 
Simonson v. Kissick..............+ wom, & 
Lincoln v. McClatchie iii, 92 
Hart v. Hoffman iii, 95 
Woods v. Stephens iii, 153 
Richards v. Jackson iii, 172 
‘Tombs v. Alexander iii, 235 
Walker v. Tirell iii, 235 
Knapp v. Wallace ii, 29 

Burden of proof ; see trial. 

Building contracts, 
connected topics: mechanic's lien ; labor 

and services; negligence; contracts ; 
assignment ; architects; engineers and 
contractors. 
engineer’s plans for bridge ; implied warranty 
of practicability of work. Thorn v. Mayor 
of London, x,141 ; (with notes) xi, 
action against "architect by builder for im. 
proper measurement, etc., in ascertaining 
amounts due. Stevenson v. Watson. ..xx, 
provision that contractor shall not assign 
moneys payable on building contract ; sub- 
sequent creditors cannot avail of. Burnett 
v. Jersey City xx, 
question whether order on building contract 
operated as assignment of particular fund. 
Hultee v. Elwanger iii, 
architect severall Tiable for joint negligence 
of himself no | contractor. Newman v. 


owner not bound by acceptance by architect ; 
substantial and trivial defects. Glacius v. 


contract subject to architect's approval. 
Gombe v. Schulthers 
Roberts v. Bury Comm’rs 

certificate of municipal surveyor; a condition 
precedent. Voorhis v. New York 

action by builder against architect fraudu- 
lently withholding certificate. Ludbrook 


effect of certificates of employer's engineer ; 
when contract called for his written orders. 
Tharsis Sulphur Co, v. McElroy 

waiver of architect's certificate. Haden v. 


unreasonable refusal of third person to give 
certificate of performance. Bowery N, 
Bank v. New York ii, 396 
conditions as to performance ; defects ; waiver. 
strict performance of specifications essential 
to recovery. Carr v. Tallman iii, 390 
stipulation as to time of completion ; — 
Phillips v. Higgins 123 
departure from terms of building Parte 
verbal agreement. Hawkins v. United 
POND, 005s Shs cccvetecccciscccecs --Xvii, 34 
trivial defects in performance; — John- 
son v. DePeyster ii, 266 
substantial performance, Bradiey v. Bren- 
nick xviii, 498 


, 265 
ara belay for defective work. Eagleson v. 
Spratt vii, 334 
condition as to time of completing waiver; 
counter-claim for breach; liquidated dam- 
ages. Shute v. Hamilton. ii, 278 
waiver of strict performance. Wells v. Sel- 
wood v, 270 
breach of contract by delay ; waiver. Ruff = 
Rinaldo, 202 
waiver of defective character of work ~ 





Building contracts— continued. PAGE. 


breaking of contract on another ground. 
Day v. Jaquith v, 123 


other matters. 


— and substituted contract construed. 

tek SEER EE CET EE vii, 

explaining building contract by parol. Ste- 
vens v. Cockringe 

proving by parol that parties to building con- 
tract referred to a certain plan. Newark & 
H. R. v. Sandford 

burning of building erected under entire con- 
tract. Eaton v. Sch. Dist. 

acceptance of order payable on finishing of 
house. Robbins v. Blodgett. . xviii, 311 

action for work and materials on houses; evi- 
dence of other orders given by defendant to 
show ownership of. Woodward v. Bu- 


a topics ; larceny : criminal law. 
breaking out of house by thief not burglary. 
Rolland v. Commonwealth (with notes), xv, 
Wine v. State (remarked on)...xii, 3; xiii, 234 
pushing open a transom held forcible break- 
ing. Tndaieese. State (with notes), xix,4 66. 180 
lifting partly open window sash not breaking 
and entering. Commonwealth v. Strupney 
(with notes) vi, 258; vii, 202 
taking part in burglary in order to entrap 
person planning it, not criminal. People 
v. Collins (in full) ii, 271 
entering bank at solicitation of detectives. 
Speiden v. State xvi, 457 
gaining entrance to house by fraud. John- 
ston v. Commonwealth (with notes), 
xvii, 188, 17 
general verdict on indictment for burglary 
warranted by proof of larceny. State v. 
Bishop xx, 516 
what canativaien a dwelling-house ; descrip- 
tion of ownership. Quinn v. People. -Xvii, 338 
burglary upon railroad company; no allega- 
tion of incorporation necessary. Hamilton 
297 
existence of corporation de jure immaterial, 
on charge of burglary on corporate prop- 
ert Burke v. State , 317 
bur ary in church; averment of ownership. 
ilson v. State xviii, 
corporate premises; incorporation need not 
be averred, Fisher v. State xviii, 72 
charging burglary and larceny in same indict- 
ment. People v. Smith ii, 311 
allegations of indictment. (N. Y.) People v. 
ii, 
presumptions from possession of goods, etc. 
Brown v. State 
Phillips v. People 
presumptions as to intent. People v. Soto, 
xix, 302 
in third degree (N. Y.); reasonable doubt. 
Myers v. People x, 270 
excluding evidence of conviction of another 
person for same burglary. People v. Van 
vi, 307 


Burial and burial places, 


action of replevin to recover coffin containing 
corpse. Guthrie v. Weaver (with notes), 
xvii, 
property in dead body in equity. Pierce v. 
Prop’rs viii, 265 
nature of property in tombs. 
Trinity Church 
insolvent debtor entitled to suitable con. 
stone. Porter’s appeal (with notes) ....x, 373 
special fees for burial of non ‘parishioner in 
England. Neville v, Bridger .. 12 
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Burial and burial places—continued. 
removal of dead to enable church to use 
raveyard for Sunday school; power of 
ojeiaanen. Craig v. Trustees (with notes), 


xix, 
question of right to membership of burial 
society ; ownership of lots. Commonwealth 
V. Uaioe, O60,,. BOG: ...0ccccscsasscecan xiv, 
right of cemetery association to regulate 
burials. Mount M. Cem. Association v. 
Common wealth 
New York acts as to sale of rural cemeteries. 
The Evergreens, matter of v, 137; vi, 
exemptions from taxation (N. Y.); local 
assessments; title of lot-owners. Buffalo 
C. Cemetery v. Buffalo 
cemetery not liable to assessment for street 
improvement. Louisville v. Nevin “— 
notes) 
right to mortgage burial plots. (N. Y.) Lantz 
v. Buckingham 
Canals, 
connected topics : shipping and admiralty ; 
water and water-courss,; navigable waters; 
office and officers, etc. 
appropriation of soil to repair. (N.Y.) Ten 
Broek v. Sherill 
powers of New York canal board ; contracts 
with state. People v. Canal Board 
People v. Dayton 
statutory powers of canal appraisers in award- 
ing damages. (N. Y.) People v. Schuyler, 


PAGE, 


57 


168 
169 


xv, 470 


question of ultra vires of canal company as to 
drawing water. Armstrong v. Penn. R. R. 
xii, 
allowance of claims by canal auditors under 
laws 1868. (N. Y.) People v. Schuyler, xv, 
jurisdiction of canal appraisers as to claims. 
(N. ¥.) People v. Thayer 
certiorari to review proceedings of appraisers, 
People v. Carrington 
action by state for loss by fraudulently in- 
duced canal contracts. People v. Lord, xvii, 
duty of superintendent in making repairs ; 
destruction of vessel in the way of naviga- 
tion. Hicks v. Dorn , 357, 
canal navigation ; use of locks, Johnson v. 


duty of canal navigators to have boats in con- 
dition to allow free passage of towing lines 
under them. Sherman v, Western Tr, Co. 
vi, 
exercise and exhaustion of granted right nM 
build canal. Hall v. Dimmick 
injury to canal boat through dilapidated - 
dition of canal-lock. Johnson v. Belden, vi, 
liability of canal contractor for injury caused 
by ej of bridge. French v. Donaldson; 


when owner of canal boat is not a common 
carrier. Fish v. Clark 
injuries to bridge over canal not a a 
for admiralty. Menasha v. Portage... .vi, 
grant of right of as much water as will pass 
through given aperture. Chesapeake, etc., 
Canal Co. v. Hill 
relations of canal company and owners of 
mines under canal. Dunn v. a 
Canal Co., etc 
Cancellation ; see reformation and conssiiation. o 
instruments. 
insane persons. 


Capacity ; see wills ; fraud ; 
Carriers, 


see also, the more special titles: railroads ; 
express companies ; shipping and admir- 
alty ; bills of lading ; stoppage in transitu ; 
Serries. 


172 
311 


xii, 396 


Carriers—continued. 





PAGE. 
other connected topics: consignees ; bail- 
ment ; replevin ; attachment ; receivers in 
general, 

common-law liability not applicable to ani- 
mals transported. Mich. 8., etc., R. R. = 
McDonough (with notes) 
state act prohibiting transportation of cate, 
invalid. Hannibal, etc, R. R. v. Husen 
(in full) ii 
obligations of carriers of cattle. 
Smith (with netes) 
check given in payment to carrier ; release 
of carrier by employer's acceptance. Rath- 
bun v. Troy City St. Co i 
owner of beneficial interest entitled to sue 
carrier in own name. S. Expr. Co. v. 
Caperton...... ee Pere eee eT Ce eee 7, 
who are common carriers. 
owner of canal boat. Fish v. Clark . 
barge owner letting out vessels, Liver 
Alkali Co. v. Johnson 290 ; xi, 
express company employing vehiclesof others. 
Christenson v. Am. Exp. C iii, 
contract to carry furniture ; question whether 
as common carrier. Scaife v. Farrant, xiii, 
action for breach of contract to carry goods 
barred by previous recovery against plaint- 
iff for freight. Dunham v. Bowers,...xix, 
losses and accidents ; delay, ete. 
burden of proof. as to cause of damage to 
goods carried. Martin v. Hunter 
occurrence of accident prima facie proof of 
negligence. Ryan v. Gilmer (with notes), 
xviii, 
latent defects in wheels, etc. Readhead v. 
Midland (with notes)...............0.- 7. 
liability for defective vehicles. Empire Tr. 
Co, v. Wamsutta Oil Co iii, 
passing of title by delivery to carrier. 
der v. Ellison 
when consignor has sufficient title to sue for 
s. Thompson v. Fargo 
action by carrier against shipper of explo- 
sives causing disaster; action not local. 
Barney v. Burstenbinder, vi, 420, 406 (with 
vii, 
duty of common carrier where route is ob- 
structed, Empire Tr. Co. v. Wallace (with 


Rexford v. 


exposure to fire through carrier’s delay. 
oadley v. Northern Transp. Co. (with 
notes) xi 
carrier not released where destruction was by 
Chicago fire. Disp. Tr. Co. v, Theilbar, xvii, 
carrier excused by seizure of goods under pro- 
cess. Ohio, etc., R. R. v. Yohe (with notes), 
xiii, 
goods taken under attachment no defense for 
failure of carrier to deliver. Edwards v. 
White Line Co ii 
not liable for merchandise in ordina 
ing trunk. Prattv. N. Y.C.,etc., 
measure of damages for delay in delivery of 
article atontall for market. Devereaux v. 
Buckley (with notes) xix, 63 ; xviii, 
measure of damages for perenne Stur- 
giss v. Bissell , 56 
mental owelle for Larry inj uries. 
son v. Wells, Fargo & Co 254 
collection of insurance no defenso to action 
for loss by negligence. Carpenter v. East- 
ern Tr. Line 
rule of damages for failure to transport 
where owner can send by another convey- 
ance. Grund v. Prende t...ii, 493 ; iii, 306 
vis major ; burden of proof. Railw. Co. v. 
PEOPLE Pere) Per rr Te rs 286 


174 
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Carriers—continued. 
what is act of God. Nugent v. Smith (in full), 
xiv, 159, 

R. R. v. Pitts- 


act of God. nig etc,, 
burg (with notes). . 

act of _— enemy. ’ Salisbury v. Harnden 
Exp. 

eiuumies rs bills of lading, ete. 

exemption for leakage not applicable to dam- 

age to goods by escaping liquid, bere? - 
] 


carrier not concluded by real recital in bill. of 
quantity. Abbe v, Eaton viii, 
exemption of own negligence. Gaines v. 
Union Tr. Co i 
effect of conditions of exemption on back of 
ticket. Henderson v. Stevenson (in full), 
xii, 129, 
acceptance of bill of lading containing limita- 
tion by one unable to read. Fibel v, Liv- 
ingston 
proof of notice of limitation of liability. 
Woodward vy, Allen 
delivery ; lien for. ‘ins oe ete, 
when carrier's liability terminates, 
v. Furman 
duty of carrier to store goods not accepted, 
Atkins v, Martin xiii, 
goods consigned to two jointly; delivery to 
one good, Wells v. Am. Exp, Co... .xviii, 
mis-delivery; usual course of business. Me- 
Kean v, Melver iii, 
carrier delivering goods to consignee at place 
different from that directed ; liable, South- 
ern Expr. Co, v, Dixon (in full) 
duty of consignee to give his address to car. 
rier where right of notice is claimed, Pel- 
ton v, Rens,, ete., RR ix, 
delivery to some to whose care parcel ad- 
dressed, Ela v. Am, M, Expr, Co... viii, 
delivery to unauthorized person, Viner vy, 
N.Y,, ete, St, Co 
demand of excessive freight; necessity of 4 
der by owner, Hoyt v. Sprague 
question of failure to deliver and loans of right 
to freight, Weat Tr, Co, vy, 
qualified refusal to deliver me until own. 
ership proved, MeKntwo v, N, J, Steam. 
boat Co, (with notes) vi, 76, 488; iil, 
carrier liable for failing to collect es 
Meyer v, Lemeke,.. 
goods rent C, O, D,; duty of carrier, 
v, Hill (remarked on) 
lability of consignee for freight, 
vy, Clty Bank 
recouping damages for negligence 
freight, Mulligan v, Bowen 
surrender of lien by carrier on promise of con 
signor to pay freight. Murray v. White, , 
lien for cartage ; voluntary delivery by car. 
rier, Richardson v, Rich........ 5. 00 Wil, 
loss of lien for freight; time allowed con- 
walk for removal, West Tr, Co, v, Bar: 


Putnam 


vill, 

" Davideon 
wer 
from 


connecting carriers. 
goods sent C, O, D,; whether carrier bound 
to collect from connecting carrier, Collen- 
der v. Dinsmore. . vil, 
agreement limiting ‘liability of carrier beyoud 
terminus to that of forwarders. Reed > 
FT arr ees 
guaranty by first carrier as to ‘amount of 
through freight. Schneider v. Evans... 
loss governed by law of state where it pad 
Gray v. Jackson 
loss of connecting lines, Skinner v. Hall, viii, 
Ricketts v. B. & O. R. R 


cocceeWy 2 


1 
1 
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Carriers—continued. 
Ontario Bank v, N. J. Steamboat Co... 
successive carriers; exemptions in original 
contract. Etna Ins. Co. v. Wheeler. ...vii, 
Carrying weapons ; see weapons. 
Case, action of ; see.action. 
Cattle ; see also, animals ; as to transportation, 
see carriers. 
animals running at large; New York acts. 
McConnell v. Van Aerman 
see also, constitutional law. 
distress of animals damage feasant. (N. Y. ) 
Price v. Babbit 
Mosher v. Jewett 
right to detain cattle under New York act. 
Leavitt v. Thompson 
New York act of 1867 as to cattle trespass. 
ing not applicable to trespass through divis- 
ion fence. Jones v. Sheldon vii, 
Cemeteries ; see burial and burial places. 
Certiorari, 
connected topics : 
courts, 
the writ not one of right. School Trustees v. 
Union D, Directors (with notes) 
nature and objects of the writ, 
Brooklyn 


mandamus ; judges and 


People v. T ube 
Specht v. Detroit 
not a suit or action, but special proceeding 
under New York statutes, People v. 
Oswego County Court ix, 
limitation of time for proceeding. People v. 
Phillips xiv, 
to review proceedings of canal ‘appraisers. 
(N. Y.) People vy, Carrington i, 
to cuaty court in criminal cases, 
Ikins 
on proved to bond town, 


(N, Y,) 


v. 


ow criminal cases, 
gomery 
reviewing criminal judgment; return muat 
present evidence, People v, Riley ....V, 
to review proceedings of city assensora. Peo- 
ple v, Newton li, 
to board of supervisors, in case of illegal tax, 
People v, Madison Supervisors, . iil, 
by tax payers, in case of unlawful =one hy 
town bonds, People v, Morgan, . 
to review tax assessment, (N, Y,) People : 
Goff vill, 
to regulate assessments, People vy, Delaney, vi, 
to review action of county judge in apecial 
proceedings, (N, Y¥,.) People v, Eddy, Il, 
to review proceedings of highway commis. 
slonera ; faches, People vy, Landreth ...x, 
to review proceedings of commissioners of 
appraisal, ete,, for street ee 
— v, Cheritree, , 
to review proceedings in laying out of inada? 
aoe People y. Schel Y, 
refusal to review discretion of court below, 
(N. Y.) People v, N. Y, Fire Dept... .xix, 
NY of writ not reviewable on woe 
) 


People vy. Hill .....ceeeees oo 0lk, 
Gndintee | see jury ; criminal law, 
Champerty, 
connected topics ; attorneys ; maintenance. 
validity of agreements between attorneys and 
clients for contingent fees. Duke v. Har- 
er (With notes) ....ceccsecccssecees xiii, 
when agreement to pay expenses of suit is 
valid. Richardson v. Rowland 
champertous contract; effect of interest in 
suit and relationship, Hutley v. Hutle oh oss 


People v, Mont- 


weer 
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-ix, 243 


137 
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122 
287 
487 
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819 
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Charities ; see also, churches ; 


Cheating ; sew false 
Checks; see also, 


taxation. PAGE. 
other connected topics : corporations; devise 
and legacy ; trusts. 
bequest to trustee for such benevolent pur- 
poses as he might see fit, void. Adge v. 
Smith xviii, 198 
failure of gift to trustees for any charitable 
purpose agreed on by them. Jarman’s 
xviii, 359 
savings association not charitable society un- 
der Minn. act. Sheren v. Mendenhall, xv, 67 
gift for charity void under Pennsylvania act 
of 1855. Schultz’s appeal xv, 
charitable legacy partly void ; the whole to go 
to charity. Birkett’s trusts, re 
devise to infidel society not as yet rene Are 
(Penn.) Zeisweiss v. James 
proceedings to have devise to charity dedineed 
void under Pennsylvania act. Davis’ ap- 


peal 
lease by charitable corporation for more than 
twenty-one years voidable. (Eng.) Mag- 
dalen Hospital v. Knotts xviii, 
what is institution of public charity; exemp- 
tion from taxation, (N.Y.) Humphries v. 
Little Sisters xvi, 
orphan asylum for benefit of children of men 
ticular sect not exempt as public charity, 
Burd Orphan Asylum v, Darby School Dis- 
| eee perme XX, 
conditional offer of donation to seminar 
avoided by death before acceptance. Hel- 
rere ree xii, 
powers of literary corporations, : 
Adams vy. Perry 
bequest of fund for support of town poor, 
Reunedy V, PAMOP 2. coves viii, 
what are public charities; schools established 
by private means, Gerke v, Purcell . .xili, 
trusts for corporation not in esse; uncertainty; 
pepgerenen, Ould vy, Washington Hos- 
ita 
bow est to charity; perpetuities, 
fetmore vy, Parker vil, 
devise vold as on secret trust for charitable 
purpose, Springett v, Jenings 
question of extent of p powers, etc,, of academy 
incorporated under New York acta of 1840 
and 1841, Chamberlin v, Chamberlin, tv, 
charitable boqueata to foreign corporations, 
Chamberlain vy, Chamberlain, rer 
truat for advancement of christian religion, 
Miller v, Teachout xi, 
question whether trust vold ‘tor uncertainty, 
Lindley's Executora, ¢v parte ...... wer 
intended misnomer ; queation which of two 
socletion, St, Luke's Home, ete,, v, Asso- 
clation, ete vill, 
uncertainty of bequest to church society. 
Soclety v, Hatch.... . re 
trust void for uncertainty ; ey pres powers, 
Hees v, Murphy swesapilen § 
Mer, Tailors’ Co, v, Attorney- General . 205 
disregarding testator’s incidental purpose = 
sake of main object of charity, Brown vy, 
Baptist Soo ........ secerceel, 940 
decreeing sale or exchange of real estate held 
for charitable uses, Brown v. Meeting St. 
Soviety ...... 
failure of particular trust as connected with 
invalid scheme, Holmes vy, Mead. ...viii, 814 
ie py i fraud. 
nks; alteration of instru- 
ments ; negotiable instruments ; forgery ; 
Sulse pretenses; gift. 
sufficiency of pre-existing debt as considera. 
tion for check payable on demand. Currie 
v. Misa (with remarks) ................Xi, 865 


405 





Checks—continued. 

drawer withdrawing funds liable for check, 
notwithstanding delay in presentment. 

Kenyon v. Stanton 
duty of bank to pay only on genuine indorse- 
ment of payee. Dodge v. N. Exchange 
aA. orcs 4 tae eins sginseaene ah xvii, 
conditional giving of check. "Claflin v. Fisher, 
viii, 
how far check is an appropriation of fund in 
bank. Bromley v. Penn’a C, N. Bank. .vi, 
bank check not an a meee or lien on 
fund in bank. Smith, xvi, 
check not an equitable cnteuia or lien on 
fund. Etna N. Bank v Fourth N, Bank, vii, 
draft on bank not operative on subsequent 
deposits. Fordsed v. Seaman’s 8S, Bank. .iv, 
delay in presentment. Cowing v. Altman, 


PAGE, 


133 
285 
292 

18 
202 
112 


viii, 317 


“am time for presentment. Hopkins > 
Smith v. Miller 
voluntary omission of holder to take o—~ 
Simpson v. Pacific Ins, Co..........+ os oy 
presentment for payment; custom of bankers, 
Heywood v. Pickering..........+000+ oes 
check previously signed takes effect only 
from time of transfer, Gale v, Miller .ix, 
check transferred fourteen months after date, 
Boehm vy, Sterling xvii, 
presumptive dishonor of check bearing pre- 
vious date. Himmelmann v. Hotaling. .vi, 
effect of passing check through clearin ng. house 
on relations of parties, Stuyvesant er 2 
N. Mechanics’ B, Association 
drawer not liable to holder after pane ne nn 
by drawee. Jersey City First N. Bank v. 
Leach viii, 
demand and notice. Emery v. Hobson. . xi, 
crossed checks and drafts, Smith v, Union 
Bank (remarked on) . ove cltll, 
papas of crossed check to wrong bankers. 
Soffett v. Pinkett ...... xiv, 
law as to crossed checks under English act. 
Matthiesson v, London B, Co ase, s0rSh 
Children; see infancy; parent and ‘child ; baa. 
tards ; descent ; devise and legacy ; + apprention; 
master and servant ; railroads, 
negligence, 
Churches, 
connected toples; 
corporations, 
loan of title to corporate property by church 
breaking off ecclesiastical connectiona, 
Jones v. Wadaworth (with notes), .... xv, 
question of right of new church to take be. 
queat to old, Speers’ estate (with notea), 


subscriptions ; charities ; 


xvi, 
division of church body: which ta rightful 


organization, Ramaey's Appeal, ......xix, 
questions arising from division of Presby- 
terlan church during rebellion, Watson v, 
Jenner (remarked on), 
divided congregations; title to property, 
Roshi’s Appeal (with notes), . ae 
separation of unincorporated religious socles 
ties. Harrison v, Hoyle (remarked on), x 
separation of congregation ; incorporation — 
one portion; errors in recording certificate 
not material, Eden,Trustee, v. Bly. ..xviil, 
right of corporators to chan “thelr ecclest- 
astical connection. (New York). Watkins 
v. Wilcox (remarked on)......xi, 341; xiv, 
what amounts to wilful disturbance of reli- 
gious congregation. Richardson v. — 
xix, 
order for sale of church property on insuffi. 
cient grounds, invalid, though other good 


se eee eenes 


84 
16 


292 


859 
188 
488 


79 
296 
45 
220 


895 
839 


seen ca ¥, 266 


818 
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Churches—continued. 
reasons exist. Madison Avenue Church v. 
Oliver St. B. Church........ ....... xviii, 
sale of church not violation of condition 
against selling or renting pews. Wood- 
worth v. Payne xviii, 
sale of church lands held in trust. Kilpatrick 
v. Graves (with notes) xii, 
invalid transfer of church edifice to another 
church; restoring consideration; paying 
for use. Madison Avenue Bapt. Chureh v. 
Oliver St, B. Church xviii, 
what societies are churches in New York, so 
as ~ a deacons corporate body, Holt v. 
Dow o eeReR, 
election (™ church society ; what is public 
notice ; what is a majority of members, 
Craig y. Trustees xix, 
uncertainty in bequest for religious urposes, 
Am, Tract Soc'y vy. Atwater (with notes), 
xvii, 
“ by Lay wg in ge corporations, 
Newport Catholic So mF 
control of calbanetiea acts by civil courts; 
removal of a by bishop. O'Hara vy. 
SR EG hanes ches + eredeene XX, 
position of courts as to matters of church dis. 
cipline, State v. Hebrew Congregation, xix, 
power of ecclesiastical tribunals in dismiss- 
ing clergyman, Connitt v, Reformed 
D, Church, 
uiring claimants of ~~ Ne Soar 
irat Pr. Soc, v. First Pr, So coed 
alteration of by-laws; poder “ot ~~ ious 
society, Ric vardson v, Union Ch. Soc ety, 
xix, 
respective authority of trustees and congre- 
tion, Rockville Trustees v, Connor, vill, 
liability of church society for money bor: 
rowed by ae = Ee Erie B., 
Church v, Neeley’ ‘ 
church not respons bled roy eupensee of church 
fair not authorized by trustees, Constant 
v. — erates Sie 
note signed by treasurer expressly for parish 
is parish note. Sheridan v. Csapenten, ix, 
resigning membership of religious corpora- 
tion. Marks v. Congregation, etc......vii, 
mandamus to compel restoration of plaintiff 
to church membership, Dilcher v. Buffalo 
Germ. Church 
remedy of corporator of religious society for 
wrongful disfranchisement. People v. «4 
man, etc,, Church 
nature of pew-owner’s property. Union M. 
House v. Roweil (with notes) 
Sopier v. Trinity Church x, 
rights of pew holders; how affected by change 
of interior of church by order of trustees. 
White v. Syracuse Trustees........ 
— of pews. Gifford v. First Presb. 


ii 
Citizenship; see constitutional law ; aliens, ete. 
Civil damages; see liquors. 
Civil rights; see constitutional law. 
Claim and delivery; see replevin. 


Claims; see activn ; attorneys ; on government, 
nited States. 
Clergymen; see churches. 
Cloud on title ; see equity ; real property ; vendor 
and purchaser. 
Clubs, 
connected topics: 
mandamus. 
power to expel. 
Fremantle 
Collateral 
kers ; stocks ; corporations. 


churches ; associations ; 


Richardson-Gardner  v. 


AGE. | Collection of drafts, etc. ; see banks. 
Colo 


98 


182 


182 


79 
284 


511 
840 


, O71 


ill, 275 


840 
11 


45 


108 


11 


92 


-lii, 214 
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colonial ordinances at Cape of Good Hope. 
Van Breda v. Silberbauer 
Colored persons ; see constitutional law. 
Commerce. see constitutional law ; emigrants. 
Commercial agencies ; see mercantile agencies. 
Commission merchants ; see factors. 
Compounding felony ; see illegal contracts ; for- 
bearance, 
Comprortise ; see accord and satisfaction. 
Conditions in contracts, wills and deeds; as to 
various conditions, see bonds; building contracts ; 
negotiable instruments ; sale ; covenants ; 
and legacy ; and other. particular titles, 
condition not to convey prior to certain day ; 
giving bond for future conveyance not 
within, Voris v. Ronshaw 
agreement to sing at concert conditional on 
health, Robinson v. Davidson iv, 
conditional delivery of written eee 
Rand V. Prats.....cccsccsecccccves 
— accepted conditionally, Stitt v. Hondo 
OBOE. cc ccccccccesescveccoceccococans x, 
a tion precedent, effect of past — 
ance, Carter vy. Searg rill 
agreement by vendee of part of will to ion 
accounts, not a condition precedent, Con- 
ner v. Atwood 
restraining use of premises conveyed. 
v, Dorman 
condition in deed that grantor may cultivate 
part of land convey personal and not - 
signable. Pierce v, Keator 
validity of condition in deed forbiddin 
of liquors, Cowell vy, Colorado 8, 
full).. 
condition against “manufacture or sale of li. 
uors on granted premises, Plumb v, 


= 
o, (in 


asa to raise clay from clay pit; im- 
plied condition as to existence of avail 7 
stipulated. Clifford v, Watts 

condition against erection of buildings ‘con- 
strued, Corman v. Chapman,...,xvi, 480, 

Dorr v. Harrahan 

discharge of covenant against building by 
taking of land by railroad, Bailey t. 
De Crespiginy 

building to be used only for school ~ a 
sone “% religious exercises, Langdon v 


m .. - of tobacco by devisees of farm, i 
conveyance of lands ; exception of timber ; 
stipulation for removal in given time. 


void condition in will against alienation. 
Jones’ will 
contingent devises; how far absurdit 
harshness of consequences to be considered 
in construing. Warde v. Plumb.. ii, 
condition of gift to minor that marriage be- 
fore twenty-one shall be with consent. 
Stephenson’s trusts ii, 
Confessions ; see accomplices ; criminal law ; dec- 
larations. 
Confiscation of property in rebel states, see war’. 
Conflict of laws; see also, judges and courts ; 
jurisdiction ; judgment ; marriage ; divorce ; 
banks; insurance; extradition ; liquors, negotiable 
instruments ; bankr uptey and insolvency ; inter- 
est and usury ; assignment for creditors; receiv- 
ers; wills ; pilots; shipping and admiralty ; con- 
stitutional law ; ; elections ; limitation of actions. 
action against one of several joint contractors ; 
effect of ler Joci. Bullock v. Caird... xii, 
lew fori and loci contractus. Downer v. Ches- 


PAGE. 


i, 489 


i, 885 


77 
287 


ccceneecese veee KLM, 283 


, 471 
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Conflict of laws—continued. 


PAGE. 
law of place where contract made the test of 
validity. Hunt v. Jones (with notes), xix, 387 
bill of lading made in England for delivery of 
sin Canada, Moore v. Harris. ..xiv, 267 
fa “ made in part in twostates. Kline v. Ba- 
er ; 
question of law governing conveyance in one 
state of land in another. Bethel v. Bethel 
(with notes) 
change of possession of property sold or mort- 
gaged; contracts made outside of state of 
residence, Ballard v. Winter. , 395 
agreement to pay expenses of real estate liti- 
tion, governed by law of state where land 
ies. Richardson v, Rowland xi, 
liability of English shareholder in foreign 
company ; agreement to submit to jurisdic- 
tion ; service of notice, ete, ; 
192 


Adamson 
“law on bill drawn abread. Ro- 
47 


effect of sta 
quette v, Overmann (in full) xili, 445, 


47 


notes governed by law of place where made 
= payable. 
ll) 


Dickinson v, Edwards (in 
xx, 847 
oral promise to accept bill ; law of which 
state to govern. Scudder v, Chicago —_ 
Bank (in full) 
by what law damages on dishonored bill a. 
QUMGE. GIFK, Pos sccvecessesseee 000 oRVi, 
question of law governing note ‘made in two 
states, ‘Town Vv. RICO, ..cceee cee ee XY, 
note executed in another state on Sunda : 
presumption as to lew loci, Hill v. Wilkie, 
iil, 
note dated and payable in one state and nego- 
tiated inanother, Hildreth v, Shepherd, vill, 
question of place of contract in case of 
promissory note negotiated by mail, Dodge, 
PCr cccrsercccerecccccssssesevvsves »Xvil, 
place of contract in case of note and mort: 
gage. Oregon, etc., Ins, Co, v, Rathburn, 
xvi, 457 
usurious note given in another state to take 
up note here, Hull v. —— 44 
law of notice as to bill payable in Spain, but 
indorsed in England, Horne v, Rouquette, 
xviii, 
contract of guaranty mailed to another state 
and there signed. Milliken v. Pratt (in full), 
xix, 
right of action here upon demand barred by 
foreign statute. Harris v. Quine i 
action barred by law of defendant's residence 
though arising here. Davis v. Harper, xviii, 
power to enjoin citizen of this state from en- 
forcing judgment obtained in another state. 
Engel v. Schuerman iii, 474 
foreign eo a bar to suit here on original 
demand. Henderson v. Stamford 202 
lex loci as applied to railroad accident. — 
tom V. Erie B. BR unc ccccs se coccsceces iv, 175 
injury to passenger passing through Pennsyl- 
vania on his way from one —_s to another 
in New York. Dyke v. Erie R. R iii, 
question whether English or French law gov- 
erned contract of carrier. Cohen v. South- 
east R. R 
action against English ship for naples 
injuring pier in Spanish port. Max- 
ham 
immunity of vessels belonging to foreign 
state ; private action for collision ; right of 
crown to give immunity. The Parliament 
Belge (with remarks) xx, 282 
action by wife domiciled in another state for 
loss by carrier. Stoneman v. Erie R. R., viii, 291 
wife liable on guaranty signed outside of state, 


489 


100 


811 
83 
99 
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Conflict of laws—continued. 
though invalid within. 

(in full) 
recognition of trust valid in state where 
created, but void here. Hall v. Mitcheson, 


Milliken v. Pratt 


PAGE, 


viii, 350 


law of domicile of legatee to govern. Ken- 


nedy v. Valmer...... .ssssee ceveees viii, 380 


action by holder of bonds of foreign govern- 
ment against agents in England, Twycross 
v. Dreyfus 
status of illegitimate child living in another 
state. Harvey v. Ball 
Congress ; see United States ; constitutional law, 
Consideration ; ; see contracts; illegal contracts ; 
Sorbearance, etc. 
Consignees ; see factors. 
Conspiracy; see also, accomplices; false pretenses; 
Sraud ; homicide ; duresa, 
fraudulent combination between partner and 
outsider to use firm name, State v, Cole, xvi, 
joint charge of conspiracy; default of one 
defendant ; dismissal of bill, Frow v, = 
to detstad apartner, Regina v, Warburton, ill, 
combination between partner and outsider to 
use firm notes for individual debts, is in- 
dictable conspiracy, State v, Cole....xvi, 
requisites of charge of conspiracy, Common: 
wealth v. Goldsmith... 
under New York code, 
requisites to order arrest in case of conspiracy, 
lerson v. Freeman ......6 055 ‘ 
gy to get money by forgery ; partici. 
pation in forgery not enough to support ac- 
tlon in contract, New York Trust Co, he, 
Gleason, ...cceevees 
evidence of conspiracy to defraud, Kioiwel 
v. Blanchard ‘ eos 
conspiracy to slander indictable, State v. 
Hickling + oXX, 
liability of journeyman tailor stopping ‘work 
and returning goods unfinished for con- 


xvi, 120 


84 


126 
155 


84 


ceseeeeeeeee XVI, 876 
People v, Tweed, xil, 828 


. xix, 885 


xii, 418 


spiracy. Mapstrick v. Ramge (with notes),xx, 448 


charge of fraudulently conspiring to induce 
committee of stock exchange to put shares 
of informal company in official list. Regina 
v. Aspinwall oe 

indictment of county commissioners for con- 
aspiring to neglect official — People v. 
Powel ‘ 

limitation in federal revenue Jaws not appli- 
cable to conspiracies. United States v. 


action on the case for conspiracy ; damages, 
Kimball v. Harmon ae ceeeely 

order of evidence; acquittal of one conspira- 
tor in another state. 

defendants may demand separate trials. — 
per v. Wisconsin 

declarations of co-conspirators oduaiastiie 4 
accomplices. Donnelly v. Commonwealth, 


. xv, 45 


Bloomer v. State, xx, 395 


457 


xviii, 297 


evidence. Pierce v. Brown........++..- 
Rufer v. State 
Constables ; see sheriff's and constables. 
Constitutional Conventions, powers of ; 
power to regulate vote on proposed amend- 
ment. Wells v. Bain 
Constitutional law; see also, jurisdiction and 
connected topics ; ; statutes ; municipal cor- 
orations ; office and officers; criminal 
aw; railroads ; eminent domain; money and 


legal tender ; liquors ; elevators; limitation of 


actions ; taxation ; homestead, and other 
special topics. 
miscellaneous, 


question whether the several states are “ gov- 


xv, 255 


xi, 175 
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Constitutional law—continued. PAGE. 


ernments,” discussed in English will case. 
Cadett v. Earle ... 

power to enact state bankrupt laws. 
v. Berry 

power of Neshsiebane to authorize use of grave- 
yard for other purposes. Craig v. Trustees 
(with notes) 

legislative power not to be delegated; District 
of Columbia supreme court; act of 1871. 
Roach v. Van Reswick (in full) 

power of legislature to validate wife’s defect- 
ive power of attorney. Randall v. Krieger 
(in fall) 

enabling acts inapplicable to action b 
on contracts made elsewhere. Waldron > 
Richings 

validity of Virginia funding act of ist 
Clarke, ex parte (in full) xvii, 377, 


Martin 


Sederal legislation. 


federal anti-polygamy statutes valid. Rey- 
nolds v. United States (in full)... o sia, 

the Drake amendment of 1870; proof ‘of loy- 
alty; pardoning powers of executive. 
United States v. Klein 

power of congress to alter state corporate 
charter. Central Pacific R. R, v, Gallatin 


xx 
power of congress to alter federal charter; 
constitutionality of the Thurman act. Union 
Pacific R. R. v. United States; (remarked 
on), xx, 341, 401; (in full) 
—— of lav dogdaws, ete. 

t is due process of law; assessment for 
draining swamps in New Orleans, David- 
son v. New Orleans Board (in full)....xvii, 223 

service as a part of process of law; non- 
residents. Pennoyer v. Neff vii, 161 
sending to house of correction on warrant of 
overseer of poor. Portland v. Bangor, xv, 67 
aa of general drainage act of 
1869. (N. Y.) Ryers, re xvii, 333 
constitutionality of N. Y. act of 1867, as to 
“animals running at large in highways. 
Squares v. Campbell (remarked on) 43 
Cook v. Gregg iv, 337 
act compensating owners of sheep killed by 
dogs ; unconstitutionality of clause making 
decision of selectmen final. East Kingston 
iii iv, 129 
Dlinois act making party having Texas cattle 
liable for disease communicated, Jarvis v. 


wocal and special laws. 
appointment of municipal officers by statute ; 
ae act. — v. weevghane 
on) viii, 
penal acts applicable to single locality. ’ Board 
of Fire Comm’rs v. Smith viii, 190 
levy of local tax by legislature to pay lice 
force organized by legislative act. i 
v. East St. Loui 
what acts are local. (N. Y.) Lowenthal v. 
y, 218 
People v. Chautauqua Supervisors...... ii, 354 
title to local act not embracing subject. Glov- 
ersville v. Howell 


Volkening, re 

when act to be regarded as for local purpose. 
People v. Allen . oli, 

N. Y. constitutional amendment of 1875, con. 
cerning private or local bills for railroads ; 
rapid transitact. N.Y, Elevated R. R., re, 

xvi, 243 
authorizing town to lay tax for purposes ad- 
vantageous to public. State v. Tappan, 
viii, 42 


Constitutional law—continued. 





PAGE, 
act authorizing town tax for private seminary. 
Curtis’ Adm’r v, Whipple 
power of legislature to cmmae city to incur 
debt for park, People v. Chicago. 143 
act authorizing borough to assess saloon 
keepers for cost of police. Durach’s appeel, 
ii, 478 
tax-levy a private or local bill. (N. Y.) Pull- 
man v. New York 104 
power of legislature to regulate manner ot 
constructing city drains, Prot, Episcopal 
School, petition of iv, 353 
invalidity of New York act of 1873 establish- 
ing police district. People v. Albertson, x, 13 
validity of act providing for construction of 
highways in particular town without popu- 
lar vote, People v. Flagg iv, 337 
Wisconsin act appointing county commission- 
ers to superintend erection of court-house. 
State v. Milwaukee Superv’rs i, 257 
validity of act creating commission to im- 
Poort local road ; confirming irregular acts. 
eople v. Cherritree 
invalidity of act making city liable for dam- 
“ge from canal dug, under legislative act. 
agland v. Sacramento xv, 471: 
New York act of 1868, providing for loan of 
school funds to observatory. People v. 
Allen ii, 69 
validity of act requiring township to pay debt 
morally due. Rader v. Uni 171 
payment of services rendered under invalid 
act; legislature may direct. People v. 
Bradley i 
act providing for reorganization of court iy 
special sessions, Huber v. People 419 
act creating court of special sessions. People 
v. Davis v, 2 
invalidity of act authorizing cities of certain 
population to sue without giving bond for 
costs. Memphis v. Fisher 
invalidity of special act giving court jurisdic- 
tion of particular case of divorce. Simonds 
v. Simonds i 
New York act providing for sale in foreclos- 
ures by county sheriff. Kerrigan v. Force. 
xv, 2382 
validity of special act directing sale of real es- 
tate and holding of proceeds according to 
devise. Linsley v. Hubbard 156 
legislation as to existing corporation not 
within Alabama laws forbidding creation of 
corporations by special act. Wallace v 
BOOBS «0.6 cccsstrcsccsecseceeesions vii, 181 
powers of taxation for public improvement 
not to be conferred on private corporations. 
Harwood v. St. Clair Drainage Uo....... ii, 


obligation of contracts ; vested rights ; charters. 


validity of contract when made not impaired 
by subsequent change of state laws, 
Walker v. Whitehead; Olcott v. Supervi- 


agreement by state to receive notes of par- 
ticular bank for taxes. Furman v. Nichol,i, 58 
law varying obligation of stockholder ; effect 
on subsequent subscribers to stock. Ochil- 
tree v. Iowa Construction Co i, 81 
legislative power to change remedy ; act con- 
cerning recovery of taxes unlawfully col- 


lected. State v. Sneed 
legislation modifying remedies. 
art 
bounty laws not contracts. 


xvi, 482 


invalidity of act barring recovery on debts 
unless taxes paid on them. alker v. 
Whitehead 
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Constitutional law—continued. PAGE. 
invalidity of act providing that certain exist- 
ing debts shall bear interest. Goggans v. 
Turnipseed vii, 221 
vested right given by act providing for recov- 
ery back of usurious interest, Williar v. 
Baltimore Loan Asso’n (with notes)... xvi, 402 
invalidity of Virginia act authorizing remis- 
sion of interest for period of civil war. Rob- 
erts, adm’r, v. Cole (with notes) 
act appropriating assets of insolvent state 
bank to debts of state. Barings v. Dabney. 
x, 312; ix, 239 
validity of act of congress of 1864 as to recov. 
ery of subsequently imposed duties by seller. 
Ammidown vy. Freeland v, 110 
invalidity of Alabama ordinance declaring cer- 
tain contracts in consideration of slaves, 
word, Boneh v¥. Genter 6c cccicscéocesed vy, 
constitutional clause not applicable to mar- 
riage contracts. Hunt v. Hunt xix, 
marriage contract not within the constitu. 
tional prohibition. Rugh v. Ottenheimer 
(with notes) xviii, 
nullity of legislative declaration of meaning 
of statute, as to cases already arisen, Haley 
W.. PRA (With NOS). 6.0.cscicicccresorsce vii, 
act making valid conveyances of dower before 
invalid. Randall v. Krieger oe «El, MO 
validity of act allowing additional time for ap- 
peals from doings of commissioners, after le- 
al time has expired. Wheeler's Appeal, Xx, 
void judicial sale not to be ratified by legisla- 
tive act. Maxwell v. Goelschins (with 


, 248 


136 


87 
limiting appeals from judgments less than 
$500. Butterfield v. Rudde 
corporate charters. 
act prescribing mode of service on corporation 
different from that provided in charter, 
Cairo & F. R. R. v. Hecht... . Xvi, 


requiring water power company ‘to build fish- 


way; charter rights. Holyoke W. = v. 
Commissioners .........ssceesees eee 
chartered lottery subsequently prohibited r~ 
legislation. Miss. Society, etc., v. Mus- 


state legislation impairing grant of lottery 
privilege. State v. Miller (in full)... .xvii, 

power of legislature over charters expressly 
made, subject to alteration or repeal, La- 
throp v. Stedman (with notes) 

revocation of privileges of turnpike company. 
St. Clair C. T. Co. v. People 

exemptions in charter not revocable; dispute; 
reservation of right to alter und repeal in 
earlier act. State v. Yard (in full)... .xvi, 

right of state to widen draw though ‘inter- 
rupting use of chartered street railway. 
Middlesex R. R. v. Wakefield iv, 

power of legislature to alter railroad charters. 
Miller v. People (in full) 

taxation ; charter exemptions. 

institutions organized on faith of exemption 
by state from taxation. Home of Friend- 
less v. Rouse Z 

limitation of taxation in bank charter not im- 
— by state. Farrington v. State (in 

full) * 


assessed tax within clause of prohibition on 
impairing contracts. Augusta v. Worth, iv, 
invalidity of exemption laws as to prior debts. 
Edwards v. Kearzy (in full and with re- 
marks) xvii, 337, 
implied exemption in railroad charter; pre- 
sumptions. Delaware R. R, tax x, 126 
exemption to manufacturer not a contract. 
East Saginaw M. Co. v. East Saginaw..iv, 129 





Constitutional law—continued. PAGE. 
charter exemption of corporate property 
bought by state, not renewed by new grant. 
Trask v. Maguire , 126 
exemption of university from taxation ; act 
construed ; reviewing state judgment. 
North-western University v. People ...xix, 338 
— act ite bye from taxation. 
ewitt v. N O. R. R. (with notes), xii, 339 
repeal of exemption in charter from taxa- 
tion. Welch v,. Cook 162 
legislative power to repeal exemptions from 
taxation (with notes) .. xi, 165 
see also fazation further on under this title. 
retroactive legislation ; see also, criminal law. 
construing constitutional provision to apply 
only to future acts of legislature. Macon 
County v. BROPOB. 66.65. cccksecss ees xvii, 
validity of retroactive act forbidding defense 
of usury by corporations. Danville v. Pace 
(with notes) eee 
question whether constitutional provision 
retroactive. Callaway County v. Foster, xv, 
New York act of 1869 as to certain stock sub- 
scriptions held prospective only, New York, 
etce., R. R. v. Van Horn xi, 
to what time “a adoption” of constitution 
should be referred. People v. — 
47 
time of taking effect of judiciary entdhe. 
(N. Y.) Real v. People .... 48 
operation of statutes on right accrued at time 
ii, 356 
retrospective acts which do not impair con- 
808 


of passage. Lansing v. Blair 
tract. Curtis v. Whitney 
li, 457 


820 


New York act of 1864 as to bounties. People 
v. Col. Supervisors 
rights of citizenship. 
Illinois tramp law unconstitutional. People 
v. Brown (with notes) xvi, 423 
Oregon act prohibiting employment of Chinese 
laborers on public works invalid. Baker v. 
Portland (in full) xx, 206 
discriminations in state procedure against non- 
residents constitutional. Marsh v. Steele 
(in full) 
validity of act prohibiting ordinary carryin k 
of arms. Andrews v. State (with notes), vi 
right of petition not restrainable by legisla. 
ture. North-eastern R. R. v. Morris. .xvi, 
power of legislature to compel testimony. 
Emery’s case (remarked on) viii, 
validity of New York act compelling parents 
to support children under penalty of bein 
treated as pauper. McCarthy v. Hinman, if 
civil rights bill ; the fourteenth amendment, ete. 
validity of federal civil rights bill. People 
v. Washington 
validity of federal civil rights act of is. 
United States v. Newcomb (with notes),xiii, 221 
construction of civil rights bill i 
fourteenth amendment not ap neg to sale 
of liquors. Bartemeyer v. x, 
Louisiana civil rights act ; iaten-atate com- 
merce ; carrying colored passengers. Hall 
v. DeCuir (in full) xvii, 
application of enforcement act of 187i to 
causes commenced in state courts. People 
v. Chicago & A. R. R. (remarked on).. 86 
constitutionality of separate schools for os 
ored children in California. Ward v. 
Flood (remarked on) i 
right toseparate white and colored pan 
on steamer. Green v. Bridgeton 
the enforcement act of 1870. United Btates 
v. Reese (remarked on)........ éewbeed xiii, 219 
police powers 
right of state by virtue of police power to re- 
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109 


237 
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Constitutional law—continued. 


PAGE. 
quire medical practitioners to pass exami- 
nation. Frazer, ev parte........ «++ -xix, 

power of state to regulate sale of oils, even 
if patented. Patterson v. Kentucky (re- 
marked on) xix, 142; (in full), xix, 

validity of Maine act, authorizing town 
authorities to remove infected persons to 
hospital, Haverty v. Bass (with notes), xvi, 290 
right to prohibit lawful trade liable to auatine 
nuisance. Watertown v. Mayo. 92 
act gg summary destruction of pre 
ny. Blair v. Forehand iii, 188 
valid ty of act prohibiting sale of merchan- 
dise within mile of camp-meeting grounds. 
State v. Read...... saedtdaseeveoeeeesd xx, 303 


commerce ; emigration. 


inter-state commerce ; taxes on traffic ; 


Louisiana act regulating survey of damaged 
goods void. ‘oster v. New Orleans (in = 


state taxation of capital employed in foreign 
commerce. People v. Tax Comm’rs,...xv, 273 
tax on ore exported by mining company. ‘Tron 
Co. v, Auditor-Gen’l xii, 345 
state revenue stamps on foreign bilis of ex- 
change. Martin, ex parte 98 
state taxes on emigration. 6 
Comm'rs; Comm’rs v. Lloyd; Chy Lung 
v. Comm'rs (remarked on).... . xiii, 213, 
Chy Lung v. Freeman, xiii, 290; (in full), xiv, 
entietieg emigrants; ‘California anti-Chinese 
legislation. Ah Fong, re 
carrier of emigrant passengers released on 
delivery of baggage to servants of commis- 
sioners of emigration, Murphy v. or 
an and wharfage taxes, 
harbor masters’ act invalid as imposing 
Inman St. Co, v. Tinker (in 
000 08¥, 
Peete 


ane tax. 
full) . 
state tonnage tax on foreign vessels. 
v. Morgan 
tonnage-tax laws (remarked on) 
— not tonnage tax. Keokuk Packet Co. 
Keokuk 
New Orleans tax on vessels wsing port, void 
as tonn Cannon v. New Orleans, xi, 129 
wharfage + oe under city ordinances, Keokuk 
v. KP Packet Co xv, 272, 878 
Northern Packet Co, v. St. Louis. . -xv, 106 
New Orleans city ordinance imposing levee 
dues on vessels at wharves. Cannon v. 
New Orleans....... 0.65 ceseeees covecsR, 418 
licenses. 
acts of congress of 1866, concerning inter-state 
transportation. Raile Co. v. Richmond, x, 850 
state tax on railroad 7. traffic. 
monwealth v. Erie R. R ‘ 
capitation Ie on passenger trave 
Balt, & 0. RR Ail, 
invalidity of Penn’a freight-tax act, 
freight carried across state line. 
ant R. Pe Penn'a 
idity of Penn’a act taxing gross rece ony 
Phils etc., a = & ay De pee 
‘imports ” applicable only to foreign 8. 
Woodruff v. Parkam 
foreign corporations not citizens within g Q 
of art. 4; — of doing business not 
property. . Tel. Co, v. Mayer... xvi, 
regulation ~ yo commerce, Lord 
,» etc., 
state acts forbidding sales of non-residents. 
=~ v, State, ii, 71; iii, 178; rene 
m.).. ....iv, 859 
validity of act requiring license to hire labor- 
ers to _ of state towork, Shepherd v, 


Com- 


seecereeed 7) 
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PAGE, 
license tax on goods produced in other states. 
Welton v. State (in full), xiii, 130; (with 
notes). . 98 
city ordinance imposing license tax on beer, 
etc., not manufactured in city. Downham 
v. Alexandria iii, 286 
state tax on peddlers, Howe M. Co. v. Cage, 
xv, 851 
act requiring license from peddlers selling ar- 
ticles manufactured in other states, “ 
Buren v. Downing 
invalidity of Missouri act regulating peddiers. 
Wilton v. State 
taxation ; license taxes; exemptions ; miscella- 
neous. 
tax on bonds and stocks of foreign companies. 
Worthington v. Sebastian xiii, 
license tax on business of foreign express 
company, when valid. Osborne v. Mobile, 
ix, 28 
invalidity of Penn’a tax on interest accru- 
ing on railroad bonds held by non-residents, 
=e etc., R. R, v. Penn’a (remarked 
on) vii, 241 
validity of Connecticut act taxing charities 
in certain cases, Lord y. Litchfield 
validity of Georgia act imposing license tax 
on attorneys. McCaskell v. State (with 
notes) xvi, 468 
validity of city ordinance imposing license 
tax on attorneys, St. Louis v, Sternberg 
(with notes) i 
validity of city ordinance taxing lawyers. 
Ould v, Richmond x, 6 
New York deficiency tax act of 1872 unconsti- 
tutional. People v. Kings County Su- 
perv’rs (in full), vii, 203; (remarked on), 
., 404, 405 
constitutionality of state stamp act. Martin, 
ex pi 97 


v.G ii, 856 
exemption of agencies of federal government 
from taxation, Railr, Co. v. Peniston...x, 98 
invalidity of acts delegating to towns power 
of exemptions from taxation, Farnsworth 
Co, v. Lisbon xi, 148 
act authorizing issue of bonds by towns to aid 
manufacturers, Citizens’ Ass’n v, Topeka, 
xi, 172 
exemptions from taxation by charter of rail- 
road company, State v. Ph, W 
xvi, 418 


Contempt, 


connected topics: judges and courts ; attor- 
neys ; witnesses, etc, 

what justifies punishment of attorney for dis- 
respect of court. Prior, re 

right of judge to imprison for contempt; at- 
torney eatlgned to defend prisoner and bg 
fusing 

power of federal courts under statute ; dis- 
barment of attorney. Robinson, ex parte 


483 


, 849 
procuring order of court without Steins 
pending proceedings. People v. elastin 
xvii, 414 
in neglecting to pay over sums ordered; 
how enforced. Watson v. Nelson.....xvi, 108 
enforcing order for payment of money by = 
— as for contempt. Atlantic [ns a 
xvii, 


Co. 
ootaens of defendant to comply with thine to 
return money intocourt; going out of juris- 
diction, Hovey v. McDonald (with “ae 
x 
by addressing public meetings, charging con- 
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Contempt—continued. PAGE. 
spiracy to prevent fair trial, etc. Queen v. 
MI CA e6s 66.0505:600006 000 1b 0000044 x, 


newspaper contempt of court. People v. 


Wilson (in full and remarked on). .vi, 848, 352 


newspaper article concerning pending ‘crim- 
inal prosecution, 
punishing interference with railroad receiver 


as contempt. King v. Railway Co....xvi, 165 


in disobeying injunction. Erie R. R. v. Ram- 


| ROPES PEP Aree ee rere iv, 494 


y 
disobedience to order of court. Tremain v. 


IE 0 i.ndivangicinn slamdddtes eee xv, 186 


—* corporations for violation of injune- 

tion 

attachment for contempt of execution credi. 
tor selling bankrupt’s property contrary to 
injunction of bankruptcy court. Atkinson, 


PR PF Oe OPED ROLE eee er ers vi, 277 


contempt by suitor enjoined in state court 
commencing proceeding in federal court. 


er rer iii, 474 


disregard of injunction by telegraph. Smith, 


Oe ok ee eee ee xx, 498 
contempt in disobeying mandamus.. .. xix, 836 


disobedience of order for restitution. (N. Y.) 


O'Gara v. Tearmeyz......cccscsccecess xix, 498 


surrogate’s power to punish for ee. 

New York acts. 
following advice of counsel. Billings v. ‘a 

VOR. cccccccccccssccveccvcccssccccceces i, 1 
refusal to answer by witness under advice of 

counsel, Foley v, Rathbone .......... xv, 212 
a of bond given on attachment for, 

ee Ce rrr v, 382 

refusal to leave books with referee ; amount 

of fine. (N. Y.) Sudlow v, Knox...... i, 879 
refusal to be examined in supplementary pro- 

ceedings, Rugg v. Spencer........ eee ell, B74 

commitment ; appea 

form of cemahna. Leepsiger v. Castelle,i, 40 
committal by town council, (R. 1.) Hamel, re, i, 416 
remedy < party adjudged in contempt. Peo- 

SP MERC AS sites besdcsacsaneneda ix, 124 
examination of legality of committal for con- 

tempt on habeas corpus, Goodin, ex parte 

PP ctsclduitantesy sekestanand xviii, 431 
proceeding for contempt a criminal proceed- 

ing and appealable, Whitten v. State (with 


I See; .s bbesnaceesdecenccadnaees vii, 405 
commitment for contempt ordinarily not re- 
viewable. Robb v. McDonald.......... v, 869 


right to hearing of a in contempt; order 
forbidding appeal. Brinkley v. Br nkley, v v, 
order for fine and imprisonment newest 
in New York, Sudlowv Knox......... i, 879 
reviewing order of commitment on habeas 
corpus, People v. Jacobs..........++ xiv, 12 
when writ of error lies on adjudication of 
contempt. Tyler v. Hamersley...... xviii, 155 
 ~ of pa arty in contempt to prosecute a 
azard v, Durand............. xili, 371 
re _ to punish for contempt not ap lable, 
(N. Y.) Carrington v. Florida R. t.. . viii, 844 
appeals from orders adjudging defendant in 
contempt. (N. Y.) Brinkley v. Brinkley, vi, 65 
Contractors; see building contracts ; municipal 
corporations ; master and servant ; mechanic's 
lien ; negligence ; real property. 
ntracts; see also, building contracts; iegal 
contracts ; parol contracts and evidence ; 
forbearance ; mistake ; damages ; negligence, 
agency ; specific performance ; custom and 
usage ; labor and services; contractors ; 


telegraphs, and other special ‘titles. 
as to action of contract, see action. 
recitals of contract,when express undertakings 


Sturoc’s case........ iii, 496 


Mayor v. New York Ferry Co...xiii, 100 


Watson, matter of.. 160 





Contracts—continued. E 
and not = merely. Booth v. Cleve. 
eo Oe RR errr? xviii, 217 
tacit pad ad ata ot offer by overt act. White 
TSE 9'n.0.40.0¥ he cdwecietnnnsncacede v, 56 
ratification ; void contracts. Hamilton v. 
OE a. s 0. 6.0:049-0455404psnamaeh mendes ii, 458 


whether relative clause should be taken to 
qualify all particulars preceding. Van Noy 


W, WUE. 5 6.00 66-9004040400048, baud xviii, 497 
action for inducing violation of contract. 
Jones v. Stanley........... dane’ .. xv, 518 


contracts by letter. 
see also, statute of frauds. 
completed by posting answer of acceptance. 
Household Ins. Co. v. Grant (in full)...xix, 476 
offer and acceptance by letter not affected b 
formal contract to be prepared, Bonnewell 


Ds INNS «> 5 0-s:tvemre auscacie anos macdued xviii, 36 
acceptance subject to condition as to title, 
Hussey v. Payne............ anaes xviii, 18 
when complete, Abbott v. She . ae iii, 496 
Cayley v. Walpole...... ii, 218 
consideration. 
optional agreements. Chicago, etc., R. R. v. 
OPA FR re iii, 15 


question of borrower's right of option under 
special agreement. Reed v. Kilburn C, 
Soc 


contract for such quantity of stores as should 

be ordered. Great North, R, R. v. Witham, 
ix, 127 

promise to get note of another renewed until 

he is able to meet it, Brisbane v, Beebe, 
vi, 856 

moral consideration; promise of widow to 

pay note executed during coverture, Porter- 
field v. Butler (with note),.........65. . +X, 228 

verbal promise to pay debt of another not 

helped by moral obligation, Hendricks v. 


elineea OW BATE: oc bcc coccnnesceens xx, 471 
loan of confederate notes not a valid considera. 
tion. Hale v. Huston......... .eees vi, 81 
performance as a consideration. Willetts v. 
OE. OD. 006. sasacencainens . ii, 804 
part payment not good consideration for ex. 
tension, Turnbull v, Brock..... ... xviii, 385 
— collateral securities on time, Care 
| P66 sasneadusacveGauhe tached viii, 252 


note given to induce payee to consent to 
another person making contract with ey 
Willie v. Rolla. .....4. scosccccscesess 75 
promise to answer for injury caused by *. 
carried by flood upon defendant's "es 
Sheldon v, Sherman, . ee 
sale of interest in price. brought. by a 
held by third person forsale; giving credit 
on books of holder ; when contract complete. 


Van Keller v. Schutting Pepe Piao - vii, 815 
sufficiency of consideration, Conover vy, Still- 
OU ic 540>+042 coe ase aedsce akan iv, 808 


contracts for benefit of third person. 

right of third person to sue on contract made 
for his benefit; rescission. Bassett v. 
TERBMOB, s00000 socccssccveres esoane xvii, 250 

Panna of original debtor supports promise 
to pay by third person. poundonen As 
Lovelace ..... 

rule as to right of third person bla 


eee ee eee meee 


interested tosue. Guthrie v. Kerr..xviii, 18 
right of third person to action inst pa i 
to contract. Snodgrass v. Snodgrass.. 217 


Hall v. Robbins ........... , 176 
owner of beneficial interest in contract Prk 
titled to sue carrier inown name, §, Expr. 
CH, CRIN os cieo.cs .4.400i.40 bearer vy, 76 
contract of sale by owners of bonds; construc- 
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PAG 
tion of clause giving other bond- holders 


option to take advantage of. Johnson v, 
OTMAN vi csseeees . XY, 
agreement by association with another asso- 
ciation to pey its bonds ; bond-holders can- 
not sue, Louis N. Bank v. Missouri 
Grand Lodge, etc xviii, 
subsequent creditors cannot take advantage 
of provision in building contract against 
assignment of peeye by contractor. Bur- 
nett v. Jersey City 
entirety ; severance. 
severing ee to pay for both past and 
future at certain rate. Haynes v. 
entirety ; question of severance, Graver v. 
Scott 
new contractor taking up unfinished work ; 
equities, Phil. Hydr. Works v. Schenck, xv, 
action where express contract has not been 
fully performed; preventing performance. 
Cox v. McLaughlin ii 
non-per formance ; preventing performance. 
act of God; excuses for non-performance. 
Howell v. ‘Coupland 
performance prevented by act of party in de- 
fault. Wallman v. Concord iv, 
recovering on quantum meruit, where defend- 
ant prevents performance. Doughty v. 
O’Donnell iii, 
action not maintainable by party to contract 
for pb reve Ee other mene from furnishing 
8 as Dale v. Grant .iv, 
action ay tate on on refusal to perform not- 
withstanding previous agreement to post- 
pone payment. Lee v. Decker 
rescission, 
rescission for fraud ; — of ratification 
by acceptin Cobb v. Hat- 
field (in ful 
rescission for fraud; tender. Morrison v. 
Lod 
nature of fraud peeennnng rescission. Parm- 
lee v. Adolph 
rescission for buyer’s insolvency. ene 1 
v. Thalheimer 4 
disaffirmance of contract when implied in ples 
of fraud. Dawes v. Harness 
some special cases. 
contract to Fs sex plaintiff as sole business 
agent. es v. Forwood 
breach of contract of theater managers to give 
_ dancer certain position. Rosarie v. Kiralfy, 
xv, 
‘reading several contemporaneous instruments 
as one agreement. Marsh v. Dodge. . 
enforcement of agreement not to disclose 


218 


139 


391 


802 


.Xiv, 329 


secret, etc. Estcourt v. Hop Essence Co., xi, 100 


agreement to reserve space at exhibition for 
goods ; whether rejecting goods is breach 
of contract. Demuth v. Am. Institute, xix, 
contract dependent on rise and fall of gold, 
construed. Ames v. Quimb 
lumber contract construed. 
Single 
Contrib’ 
connected topics: sureties ; joint parties 
and causes of action ; negotiable instru- 
ments. 
contribution between counties jointly bound 
to repair bridge, in case of recovery against 
one alone. Armstrong County v. Clarion 
County (with notes) 
contribution by negligent drawer to employer 
mulcted in damages. 
contribution between 
tion bill. Barnett v. 


arties to accommoda- 


y 
Richardson v. 


36 
90 


v, 394 
Bailey v. Bussing, v, 349 
Teane (with notes) xv, 382 


8. | Contribution —continued, 





parol evidence as to relation of indorsers on 
note in action for contribution, 
Rider 

from co-stock holders on judgment, Aspinwall 
v. Ramsay 

co-surety sued cannot set off plaintiff's debt 
to principal. Davis v. Toulmin......xix, 

burden of proof, Sayles v. Sims 

contribution between wrong-doers, Spaulding 
v. Oakes’ administrator 

Conversion of realty into personalty ; see equita- 
ble conversion. 
Conversion and trover ; see also, action; damages; 

tort; fiduciary capacity, ete. 

setting up lien of bailee for labor in reduc- 
tion of damages for conversion. Longstreet 
v. Phile xvi, 

shipping goods under mistaken belief of —. 
ership. Robinson y. Hartridge vi, 

what amounts to, by bailee. 


Eldridge v. 
i, 


liability of buyer of goods sold in violation 
4 condition by previous owner. meee! v. 

ngham. 

R.. ant not liable for goods pr ede to 
him through plaintiff's mistake and used in 
good faith. Hills v. Snell 

setting up contract debt as counter claim in 
action for conversion. Smith v. Hall. .xiv, 

nonsuiting plaintiff in trover and trespass 
where evidence shows felony. Wells v. 
Abrahams vi, 

action under New York code for unlawful de- 
tention. Simser v. Cowan. .. ........ ii, 
fraudulent sale of leased property by lessee ; 
right of owner. Hodge v. Goodsell. . . . xii, 
damages for conversion of promissory notes. 
Ferguson v. Morris 
using promissory notes for purpose different 
from that agreed. Develin v. Coleman, 


PAGE. 


14 
829 


211 
214 
361 


vi, 164 


vii, 344 


action against broker buying in own name 
goods fraudulently obtained by seller. 
Fowler v. Hollins 

accidental loss or destruction of drafts not a 
conversion. Salt Spr. N. Bank v. Wheeler, 

vi, 

agent violating directions as to promissory 
note. Laverty v. Snethen 

innocently selling stolen coupons and return- 
ing proceeds to person directing sale. 
Goeawmer ¥. WelMes, «0. - 6. cccceceecscies v, 

destroying notes obtained conditionally ; no 
demand necessary. Powell v. Powell, xvi, 

machinery fraudulently obtained by third 
person, sold to defendants and set up in 
their mill. Woodruff Iron Works v. 
Adams 

wrongful destruction of neighbor’s goods My 
acts on own premises, Aschermann v. Best 
Brewing 

enhanced value of timber wrongfully cut not 
recoverable against innocent purchaser. 
Lake Shore, etc., R. R. v. Hutchins, xvii, 

what amounts to conversion of rafts of lum- 
ber. Gillet v. Roberts 

of logs, by refusing to allow owner to take 
away. Sherman v. Wa 

loss of wood piled on defendant’s wharf un- 
der agreement. Feltman v. Gulf Brewery, 

v, 

cutting and carrying away timber from an- 

other’s land by mistake. Isle R. M. Co. v. 


accepting converted property not a waiver of 
right to sue. Fox v. Pruden ii, 
waiver of right of action for conversion by 


vi, 372 


841 


138 


456 


v, 351 


58 


471 
160 
51 


106 


114 
474 
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Conversion and trover—continued. 
obtaining 
mund vy, Cla 

tule of dam ~ for technical conversion ‘by 
custodian of notes, mistaken as to his duty. 
Churchill v, Welsh — notes)... 

measure of damages for conversion, (N. Y.) 


Roder- 


New York wore Uo, v. Flynn (with 
x, 117, “ 


notes 


measure of damages for conversion of —= 
Wagner v. Peterson 

exceptions to rule giving plaintiff highest 
market price between conversion and trial. 
Matthews v. Coe 

rule of damages in Georgia for property un- 
lawfully detained. Tuller vy. Carter, xvi, 

converting wheat; defendant cannot reduce 
damages by value of own labor in harvest- 
ing. Ellisv. Wire vi, 128; iv, 

in case of conversion; where goods have been 
sold ; or are still in defendant’s possession. 
Ingram v, Rankin XX, 

mitigation of damages. Sprague v. pavers 1 

v 

evidence ; damages. Bissell v. Starr... .xii, 

showing in defense title in third person. 
Spoor v. Jordon 

effect of code on practice in action for wrong- 
ful taking of property. (N. Y.) cpu | 
v. Adams 

filing bond and obtaining return of 
defense of want of demand. 


rong ; 
hurch v. 


x 
demand before suit. Couillard v. Johnson, i, 
demand of more property than claimant is 
entitled to. Gregg v. Hull 
pleading in action for taking of personal 
property. (N. Y.) Foster v. Henry... v, 
error in allowing witness to state damages. 
Green vy. Plank 
Copyright, 
rights of co-owners ; license by one co-owner. 
(Eng.) Powell v. Head 
action of account against co-owner of copy- 
right. Carter v. Bailey (with notes)...xiv, 111 
whether one tenant in common of dramatic 
copyright can give license to represent the 
piece. Powell v. Head 
breach of dramatic copyright ; materiality of 
infringement. Chatterton v. Cave (with 
notes) 
enjoining use of play not publicly performed. 
almer v. Dewitt (in full) 
effect of public representation to prevent copy- 
right. Bourcicault v. Chatterton 
dramatizing novel; representation without 
roprietor’s consent under English act. 
oole v. Y 13 
representation of play not publication ; pro- 
curing by memory. Palmer v. DeWitt, ii, 501 
copyright in music; exclusive right of per- 
formance ; English act. Hutchins, ex parte, 
xix, 301 
Punch’s copyright in engravings. English 
act. Bradbury v. Hotten (in full) .....vi, 415 
newspaper copyright; English act. Cox ¥ 
Land & W. Co 
Punch’s copyright in cartoons. 
Hotten 
claim of royalty; question of legal or cquitable 
cause of action. Williams v. Slote....xvi, 
copyright on insurance map. Perris v. Hexa- 
BBs. ctticncvcc cccessccnssosacsocse xix, 
tions, 
I. in general ; organization ; charter. 
II. stock and dividends ; tranafer of stock ; stock 
subscriptions ; liability of stockholders, ete. 
IIT. questions of ultra vires. 
13 
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xix, 487 


xix, 484 


LT — SS ee. 
lii, 34; vii, 234 
xv, 148 





PAGER, 
IV. corporate officers ; powers and liabilities ; 
Sraud ; dissolution. 
see also, banks ; insurance ; churches; rail 
roads, and other titles of particular cor- 
porations; also, clubs ; associations ; sub- 
scriptions; municipal corporations; stocks; 
tavation; bankruptey and insolvency ; 
receivers; constitutional law, ete. 
I. in general ; organization ; charter. 
corporation not a person within Ohio nui- 
sances act. State v. Cincinnati F, Co...xi, 288 
not included in words of constitution, ‘‘ resi- 
dents of a town.” Richardson v. Pulver.vi, 487 
uiring name by usage. Alexander v. 
"i ccaceneeaaien pay ree ee xv, 477 
a citizen of state creating it. Railway Co. v. 
Whitton i 
estoppel of one dealing with foreign company 
to deny right to contract. Newbury Petr. 
Co. v. Weare i 
citizenship of corporations, 
Quicksilver Co 
doing business in another state. Hevens v. 
EE SOO... -3. 55x eek nwemaematin me 
citizenship of corporation sued for causing 
death by wrongful act under state statute. 
Whiton v. Chicago, ete., R. R. (with a, 


Pennsylvania v. 


jurisdiction over corporation chartered in aif. 
ferent states, as to contract for land not in 
this state. Port Royal R, R. v. Hammond, 
xv, 351 
ones of joint stock associations organized un- 
der f oe y laws and doing business here. 
Liver Ins. Co. v. Massachusetts ....iii, 455 
obtaining $ jurisdiction of foreign company by 
service on agent. Fonda yv. Br. Am. Ass, 
Co ....Xvii, 384 
federal jurisdiction of actions against foreign 
corporations; New Jersey laws as to service 
of os Albright v. Empire Tr. Co, (in 
Ri eih-tddsoebied salen naiak eee’ xviii, 313 
practice in action against foreign corporation. 
(N. Y.) Gibbs v. Queen Ins. Co..... - xii, 
service of summons on foreign corporation. 
(N. Y.) Hiller v. B. & M. R. R 
action to which stockholders are necessary 
parties; death of non-resident pending suit. 
(N. Y.) Angell v. Lawton 


organization; filing certificate. 


liability of signer preliminary agreement for 

formation of corporation. Dorriv. Sweeney, 
viii, 

when company may be said to be “organized.” 
Childs v. Smith i i 

as to corporate liability for expenses prelim- 
inary to association. Melhado v. ~— 
Allegre R. R 

filing certificate of incorporation. Raisbeck 
v. Oesterreicher (in full) 

filing certificate ; duty of secretary of wee 
(N. Y.) People v. Nelson 

filing of certificate under New York act ot 
1848. Childs v. Smith 
Hoyt v. Maxum Gas, Co 

filing certificates; liability of officers for 
omission; Connecticut act. Providence St. 
E. Co, v. Hubbard 


corporate charter. 


see also, constitutional law, and titles of par- 
ticular corporations. 
acceptance of charter; inference; conditions 
precedent. Lyons v. Orange, etc., R. R. ii, 418 
amendment to charter treated as p' 
charter. Humphrey v. Pegues 
reservation of power to alter charter. 
Coal Co, v. Consol. Coal Co 
corporate charter not affected by repeal of 
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itions—continued. 
general law. Freehold Loan Ass. v. Brown, 
xvii, 
corporate conveyances ; miscellaneous 

presumption in favor of valid execution of 
corporate instrument. Solomon's Lodge v. 
Montmollin xv, 
estoppel of corporation in equity to take ad- 
vantage of technical defects in corporate 
conveyance. Marshall Co. v. lowa Synod, 
iii, 
assignment of corporate bond. (Penn’a.) 
Bunting’s Adm’rs v. Camden & A. R. R., 
xvi, 

firm debt not recoverable against corporation 
= pg to firm. Georgia Co. v. Castle- 

r 

estoppel to assert bridge franchise by permit- 
ting another company to erect new bridge. 
Fremont F. & B. Co. v. Dodge County, xv, 
officer affixing corporate seal the proper per- 
son toacknowledge under Tenn. act. Kelly 
v. Calhoun il 
action by private person not maintainable 
against corporation for breach of statutory 
duty. Atkinsonv. N. & G. Water-works 
Co. (with notes) i 
quo warranto proceeding must be against cor- 
poration, not members. State v. Taylor, 
xiii, 

illegal agreement to pay bonus to corporator 
for transfer of charter. Meeker, re...xvii, 
equitable action to compel performance of 
promise by purchaser of corporate assets to 
pay debts of company; conspiracy with 
company; parties. Bangs v. Blue Ridge 
R.R ii 


cumulative voting clause of constitution not 
applicable to companies previously incor- 
porated. Hays v. Commonwealth 

statutory lien of stockholders under special 
act. Winston v. Kilpatrick 

loan of stock payable in shares of same com- 
pany; effect of insolvency. Fosdick v. 


action by corporation for conversion of unis- 
= corporate bonds. Western R. R. v. 


IL, eek and dividends ; 
stock subscriptions ; 
holders, etc. 

in general ; transfer ; actions by stockholders, 

who are stockholders under general a 

act. (N. Y.) Mills v. Stewart 

transfer of stock, when necessary on books of 

company; rights of adverse traasferees. 
Cushman v. Thayer M. Co xix, 
tiability of certificates of corporate = 
umball v. Met. Bank v, 
register of shareholders; transfer ; liability. 
(Eng.) Merchants Co., re 
transfers of stock ; issuin 
Holbrook v. N. J. Zinc. 
increase of corporate stock ; rights ; ey 
of income or capital. Moss’ A Xv, 
agreement to buy stock to contro poor oa 
and elect certain officers, void. Jacobs v. 


transfer of stock ; 
liability of  stock- 


new certificates, 


PAGE. 


353 


412 


31 


259 
v, 396 
521 
216 
188 


— voting on shares. Am. Frog Co. v. ‘ 


aven 
ht of one holdin 
ilson v. Brid 
rights of stockho ee n case of ea to 
elect officers. (N. Y.) People v. Cumming, 
Xvii, 
election held by minority of stockholders 
without due notice, invalid. State v. Bon- 
hen cdsicconands eesgs 60 cacueee’ xix, 


499 


Corporations—continued. 


stock subscriptions ; 





PAGE, 
one shareholder unable to hold —_ 
Sharp v. 
transfer of stock in part for precedent debt: 
rights of holder and owner ; discussion as 
to bona fide holders. Weaver v. Barden, 
vii, 
transfer of shares ; duty of inquiry as to va- 
lidity. Salisbury Mills v. Townsend... .x, 
guarantee of dividends applicable only in 
case profits are made. Lockhart v. Van 
Alstyne (with notes) i 
limitation of dividends to stockholders of par- 
ticular date. Jones v. T. H. &R. R.R., xii, 
bill in equity by stockholder not maintainable 
in federal court on issues already adjudi- 
cated in state court. Chaffin v. St. Louis, 
xvi, 
right of examination of transfer books by 
stockholders. Sage v. L.S.,ete., R.R, xvi, 
illegal increase of stock ; right of stockholder 
to recover payments made on new stock. 
Knowlton v. Congress, etc., Co. (in full), 
xvii, 
application of minority of stockholders for re- 
ceiver. Howe v. Dexter 
action by stockholder to set aside invalid lease 
of corporate property. Copeland v. Citi- 
zens’ Gas Co v, 
equitable remedy of stockholders against 
transfer of corporate property to another 
company. Dyckman v. Valiente....... ii, 
wrongful transfers of stock ; duties of com- 
pany and owner. Penn’a R. R.’s Appeal, 
xvii, 
priority of debenture-holder. (Eng.) Pana- 
WE GOR, See RIDE cieinccs ocescices i, 
question between bondholders and person ad- 
vancing funds to pay coupons, as to sharing 
in security transferred by company. Union 
Trust Co. v. Monticello, ete., R. R.... xii, 
action by stockholder where corporation refu- 
ses; corporation to be party. Davenport v. 
x, 
action against corporation to compel delivery 
of stock. Burrall v. Bushwick R. R., xviii, 
failure to issue stock as agreed ; action to re- 
cover money paid. Swazey v. Company, iii, 
action in equity to compel corporation to re- 
place shares transferred by forgery of third 
person; estoppel. Western U. Tel. Co. v. 


mutual rights of majority and minority of 
holders of bonds issued by foreign govern- 
ment; action for return of loan where pur- 
pose impracticable. Wilson v. Church, xx, 

liability of stockholders. 

collateral agreement of stockholder with com- 
pany not available in defense to action by 
creditor. Noble v. Callender 

action for breach of contract to deliver stock 
of company to be organized. — 
v. Lediard 

action to compel issue of certificate of ph 
subscribed for by plaintiff; paying calls for 
installments. Johnson v. Susq. R. R.. .ix, 

implied conditions. Santa Cruz R. R. v. 


343 


512 
change of corporate name does not affect sub- 
scription; conditional subscriptions; irregu- 
lar notice of meeting. Buc sport & B. R. 
R. v. Buck 197 
subscription invalid for want of ten per cent 
aid ; New York act. New York, etc., R. 
R. Oe WN ceoncinscecessacettal xi, 320 
promise of local manager that subscriber 
should not become liable except in certain 
event. (Eng.) Agr. Ins. Co., 7¢........ i, 440 
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Corporations—continued. PAGE. 
conditional contract -- take shares. Ald- 
borough Hotel Co., 
note given to company y stock to be issued 
conditionally ; tender necessary before 
suing. Lawrence v. Smith xix, 519 
rescission of contract of subscription by com- 
pany i effect of acquiescence by stockholder, 
derson v. Etna Iron Co....... ...--Xix, 820 
agreement to subscribe to stock ; enforce- 
ment; measure of damages. Mt. Sterling 
Coal Co. v. Little 
interest on delayed subscription — install- 
ments. Southern C. R. R. v. Moravia...v, 
defendant liable for stock purchused of unin- 
corporated company, though under mistake 
as to its rights and prospects of success. 
Holdredge v. Webb 
liability of stockholders on subscriptions ob- 
tained by fraud. Upton v. Tribilcock (in 
ED sce chiastsat sachedekca-a 
enforcing agreement to take corporate stock, 
where made in collusion with directors to 
defraud company. Odessa Tramways Co. 
erg ee er rin xviii, 117 
action against stockholders for subscription 
obtained by fraud. Upton v.Tribilcock,xii, 408 
fraudulent organization of stock company to 
purchase oil lands at fictitious valuation; 
decoy subscriptions. Getty v. Devlin...ix, 341 
declarations of deceased railroad commis- 
sioner to show subscription to stock. West- 
ern M. R. R. v. Manro , 499 
proceedings for debts due on subscriptions ; 
where attachment has issued against com- 
pany ; parties; N. Y. code, § 237. O’Brien 
v. Glenville W. ii 
subscription to stock ; must be made in cash. 
Boyd v. Peach Bottom R.R. .......... Xx, 
liability for assessments ; corporate debts, etc. 
validity of tender of check in payment for 
stock assessment. Mitchell v. Vermont 


38 
269 


108 


24 


recovery on installment note giv en for stock 
subscription, though stock is afterward for- 
feited for want of further payments. Whit- 
taker v. Kuhn 
assessment on stockholder of insurance com- 
pany under act passed subsequent to his 
purchase of stock, Gardner v. Hope ~ 


‘o 
forfeiture of shares by neglect to pay install. 
ments due. (Eng.) Royal Copper Mines, 

i 


forfeiture for non-payment of assessments ; 
meetings held outside of state. Armsby v. 
Vt. Copp. M. Co 
illegality of incorporation no defense to stock- 
holder against creditor. McCarthy v. La- 
vashe (with notes) 
irregular organization of company not open 
to stock subscription in action by assignee 
in bankruptcy to enforce subscription. 
Chubb v. Upton (in full) 
estoppel of stockholder to set up defects in 
corporate organization, Slocum v. Prov. 
Gira cdenk sis cigunese0es6wnacawune - ii, 394 
Aspinwall vy. Sacchi 241 
Pheenix W. Co. v. Badger........... xiv, 890 
. subscribers to stock of unauthorized company, 
liable for corporate debts. Ciaff v. Flesher, 
xviii, 
liability of stockholders in New York ; defect. 
ive certificates, etc., by trustees, Schenck 
v. Andrews 
exhaustion of bank assets not recessary be- 
fore suing stockholder, Terry v. Tubman 
CWEER BOTEE), oc ccccccccccscccescsceses xiii, 425 


27 


85 





OCorporations—continued. PAGE. 

rights of creditors under by-law making mem- 
bers liable for moneys lent corporation. 
Flint v. Pierce 

when stockholders of incorporated company 
are not liable as partners. Cincinnati N. 
Bank v. Hall 

liability of stockholders ; 
vency effectual as dissolution. State S. 
Ass. v. Kellogg xv, 354 

liability of officers and stockholders for cor- 
porate debts only statutory. Salt , N. 
Bank v. Hendrickson 

enforcing liability of stockholders for benefit 
of all the creditors ; restraining separate 
actions. Pfohl v. Simpson 

right of creditor of manufacturing corpora- 
tion under N. Y. act of 1848, to sue alone 
to enforce stockholder’s liability. _—— 


€ 


admitted insol- 


72 


58 


personal liability of stockholders under inom 
York act. Central C. Sav. Inst’n v. Walker 
(with notes) 
Agate v. Sands 
Mathes v. Neideg 
Flash v. Conn 
Boynton v. Hatch 

effect of transfer on liability. 

liability of pledgee of stock for corporate 
debts; avoiding liability by selling. Ma- 
gruder v. Colston (in full) xv, 389 

transfer of shares to trustee in order to escape 
personal liability. (Eng.) Hindustan Bank, 


liability to corporate creditors of assignee of 
stock for collateral security. Pullman v. 
Upton (with notes), xvii, 358; (in full), id., 425 
liability of pledgee; transfer to escape liabil- 
ity. Germania N. Bank v. Case 421 
stockholder liable, though no transfer made 
on books. Upton v. Burnham ii, 173 
liability of stockholders continued ; insolvency 
of company, ete. 
suits against stockholders for corporate debts. 
(N. Y.) Bartlett v. Drew 
sale of stock for non-payment of assessments. 
Ormsby v. Vermont Min. Co 
stockholder not to be made liable to corporate 
debts by by-law. Reid v. Eatonton M. Co., 
iii, 
action against stockholder by judgment credi- 
tor of corporation. Schenck v. Andrews, v, 
judgment against company conclusive ee 
groekhoider. Miller v. White 
liability y past members. (Eng.) Blakley 
O. Co. 
liability ‘of ‘oushidliies for torts of company, 
(N. Y.) Bohn v. Brown 
discharge from service of corporation not a 
defense to note given for stock on condition 
of employment. Letzkus v. Butler... .vii, 
the liability of stockholders not affected by 
suspension of remedy against company. 
Young v. Rosenbaum iii, 
liability of stockholder to assignee in bank- 
ruptcy pe unpaid balance. Sanger v. Up- 
ton (in full) iii 
liability of bank stockholders under charter 
rovisions. Lowry v. Seaman 
subjecting to judgment against company its 
rights ey scribers, Putnam v. New 
Albany, etc., 
action against ead of bankrupt manu- 
facturing company ; effect of transfer; New 
York act. Shellington v. Howland. — ..ix, 108 
personal liability of NY) under rail- 
road act of 1850. (N. Y.) McMahon vy. 
Tracy....... cose. & 


14 


475 
93 


, 168 


158 
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Corporations—continued. PAGE, | Corporations—continued. 


unpaid stock subscriptions; set-offs after 
company’s insolvency. Sawyer v. Hoag og 
full) 

set-off against subscription of debts due to 
company. Scammon v. Kimball viii, 

enforcing liability of stockholders of manu- 
facturing company in equity. (Maryland.) 
Emmert v. Smith 

personal liability of stockholders to judgment 
creditor of company. Bartlett v. Drew, xi, 

law varying obligation of stockholder; effect 
on ane om Low subscriptions. Ochiltree v. 
Towa Constr, Co. ..........-ccscccecces xi, 

proceedings under New Jersey act. Griffith 
v. Mangam xvii, 

Il. questions of ultra vires. 

rule of comity, where right of foreign corpora- 
tion to hold land here is questioned. Cowell 
v. Colorado 8. Co. (in full) xx, 

estoppel to allege ultra vires. Oil Creek R. 
R. v. Penn. Tr. Co 

obligation to pay notes for money loaned, 
though loan taken ultra vires. Thompson 
v. Lambert (with notes) ii 

maker of note to corporation liable though 
taken without authority. Mutual Ins. Co, 
v. Wilcox (in full) 

partnership contracts by corporations. 
v. Woonsocket Co. (with notes) 

acquiescence of shareholders in application 
of illegal loan. Cook & Y.R.R., re... ii, 

ratification of irregular act. Germantown F. 
Bs GO, PU connec. ss seesssed xvii, 

power to take beyond limits of charter not 
— on collateral issue. Rainey v. 


Allen 


implied corporate power of expelling mem- 


Dickenson v. Chamber of Com- 


corporation cannot be common informer un- 
der English act. St. Leonard Guardians v. 


issuing preferred stock, restraint of, at suit 
of stockholder. Kent v. Quicksilver M. 
Co Xx, 
power of foreign corporations to take by de- 
vise under law of New York. White v. 
Am. Col. Society 
presumption of power to hold land from cor- 
porate title. Meyers v. Croft 
power to mortgage of corporations formed 
under general manufacturing act. (N.Y.) iii, 
whether purchase of real estate was within 
wers of directors ; ratification. Tracy v. 
uthrie Agr. Society 
power of manufacturing companies to mort- 
e under New York act. Greenpoint I. 


right of coal company to hold lease not to be 
raised by buyer in action for coal purchased. 
Grant v. Clay Coal C 

question of right to enter into partnership. 
Allen v. Woonsocket Co 

question of ultra vires of canal company as to 
drawing water. Armstrong v. Pennsylvania 


power of laying gae-pipes in city streets re- 
quires express _— Jersey City Gas Co, 
v. Dwight (wit tes) 

gtatuitous release of wrong-doer by corpora- 
tion. Hazard v. Durant 

resolution forfeiting shares for action brought 
by stockholder against company. 
Int. F. Society 

statutory limitation of power to issue bonds. 
Howell v. Western R. R x 

insurance company not allowed to sue for loan 





91 
331 


305 


81 
333 


487 


in general; powers of president ; 





forbidden by charter. Andes Ins. Co. v. 
McCoy (with notes) 
power of sewing machine company to take 


notes of third parties in payment. Taylor 


43 


, 512 


enforcing loan made in excess of powers. 

Germantown F. Ins. Co. v. Dhein 

ultra vires; power of loan and trust com- 

pany to discount. N. Y. Loan & Trust Co. 
elmer 

what does not amount to loaning money un- 

der Illinois act. Western C. 0. Co. v. 


corporation liable on accommodation note to 
holder for value. Monument N. Bank = 
Globe Works 


IV. corporate officers; powers and liabilitice : 


Fraud, ete. 

directors and 
trustees. 

corporation estopped to deny president’s 
authority to contract. Perry v. Simpson 


putting certified copy of corporate deed in 
evidence ; proof of authority of president 
to execute 
satisfaction-piece executed by president in 
official capacity, binding on corporation. 
Booth v. Farmers’ N. Bank 
fraudulent issue of stock by railway presi- 
dent ; rights of bona fide holders. Willis 
Vv. Fry i 
authority of president of coal company to 
employ selling agents. Lee v,. Pittsburg 
Coal Co i 
power of directors to make Ly-laws. 
Ass, v. Benseman 
directors cannot delegate power to make — 
Silver Hook Road v. Greene 
assignment by directors of call about to be 
made, Sankey B, Coal Co., re 
implied ratification of corporate contract by 
irectors.. U. 8. Rolling St. Co. v. Atlantic, 
‘ a 
acceptance of bills by board of directors with- 
out performance of condition imposed by 
regulations. Jreland L. Cr. Co., re i 
power to increase capital stock. Railw. Co. 
v. Allerton 
employment of superintendent ; 
directors ; parol and book evidence. 
mazoo N. Works v. Macalister 
loan to contractor made by corporate officer 
rsonally, and charged by him to company. 
berts v. Burdell 
directors as contractors with company. Port 
vii, 
interest of railroad directors in construction 
contract. Paine v. Lake E., etc., R. R. .ii, 
dealings with officer inuring to benefit of cor 
poration. Brooklyn C. R. R. v. Strong, 
xviii, 
illegal agreement between corporate officer 
and contractor with corporation. erste 
v. Brooklyn 8. R. Ass’n 
mortgage to company where directors ‘cant 
money for loan. Omaha H. Co. v. Wade, 
xvii, 
question of validity of loan by director to cor- 
poration, and subsequent sale to him under 
trust deed. Twin Lock Oil Co. v. Marbury, 
xiii, 
private stipulations between directors of dif. 
ferent companies. James v. May.. 7 3 
claims of delinquent trustees against corpor. 
ation, not enforceable by assignee. Briggs 
V. TEAMROENY. ov cescccssccsecccecs erery, vi, 


x, 
resolution of 
Kala- 


i, 332 


36 


Chamberlain yv. Bradley... v, 1 


114 
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Corporations—continued PAGE. 
constructive resignation of office by selling 
stock and ceasing to take part in affairs. 
Sturgis v. Vanderbilt xvii, 352 
personal liability for fraud, neglect, ete. 
Pennsylvania act making officers personally 
liable for contracting excessive debts, held 
nal, and not enforceable in another —. 
irst N. Bank v. Price 
enforcing personal liability of corporate 
trustees; remedy in equity. 
Henning (in full) xv 
action by Sar os for fraud of directors ; 
parties. Greaves v, Gouge.. xv, 
action to reach corporate property in bands 
of directors, and stockholders appropriating 
it. Hastings v. Drew xix, 
equitable action by stockholder against direct- 
ors for fraud, etc. Mussina v. es, 
i, 234 
rights of stockholders in case of fraud by ‘ai. 
rectors. Bayliss v. Lafayette 274 
when stockholders may sue trustees for mis- 
appropriation in their own names. Cogs- 
well v. Bull 
hag liability of directors for direction to 
bankers to honor checks signed in particu- 
way. Beattie v. Ebury............ 
personal liability of directors for diminishing 
capital stock. Rorke v. Thomas.. ii, 
liability of officers of company not legally i in- 
corporated, for agents’ salaries. ves v. 


189 


85 
334 


239 


directors and stockholders not pba 4 
liable for fraud of corporate agent. Arthur 
TE cae bod. «> acme Sacietate x, 

paying unlawful dividends. Excelsior P. 
Co. v. Lacey i 

personal liability of trustees ; 
Y.) Duckworth v. Roach. 

burden of proof; debt for which trustees lia- 
ble must be existing debt. (N. Y.) Whit- 
ney Arms Co, v. Barlow 

refusal of trustee of railroad to surrender 
bonds of the company bought from one ob- 
taining them wrongfully. Smith v. Frost, 

xvi, 
liability of managers buying property at less 
than price stated to subscribers. Getty v. 


fraudulent prospectus by directors of joint- 
stock company; measure of damages. 
Twycross v. Grant 
fraudulent prospectus; 
Weir v. Barnett ... 
fraudulent representations by director in cor- 
Bailey reports ; his liability. Wakeman v. 
lle ii 
estoppel of director to set up misdescription 
in mortgage by company. Gill v. McLeod 
M. Ass 
company not affected by fraud of managing 
director applying payment to his private 
debt. McGowan v. Dyer vii, 318 
trustees not individually ‘iable for demands 
of each other against corporation. Briggs 
v. Easterly 
duty of promoter of new company to make 
disclosures. NewS. Phosphate Co. v. Erlan- 


fraud of agents. 


, 250 


atten up by director of claims against bank- 

rupt corporation. Holland v. Heyman, 
xvii, 274 

warranty of authorit aS — of debenture 
bonds. Weeks v. viii, 253 

syndicate acting as nh sore of company: 

liability of members on contract, New 
Phosphate Co. v. Erlanger xv, 896 





: 
Corporations—continued. PAGE, 


duty of filing reports. 
annual reports from manufacturing and 
mining companies; duty of trustees, (N. 
Y.) len v. Crosby 
Blake v. Griswold......... cecees 
Miller v. White 
Strong v. Sproul 
Sanborn v. Lefferts 
Deming v. Puleston 
other corporate agents. 
company not bound by treasurer’s certificate 
of indebtedness. Kalamazoo M. Co. v. Me- 


authority of general agent of mining com- 
pny to make notes in corporate name. N, 
Iron Mine v. Negaunee N. Bank (in full), 
xviii, 
liability for fraud of agent. Mackey v. Colo- 
nial Bank (with notes) 
action against company for fraud of ania 
evidence of similar frauds committed with 
their knowledge. Blake v. Albion Ass. 


Soc 

liability of corporations to punitive damages 
for acts of agents. Great A. & W. R. R. v. 
Dunn 

liability of company for officer's salary ended 
by implication. Long I. F. Co. v. Terbell, 

vi, 

grant of pension to retired servant; resolu- 
tion not under seal ; revocation. Marchant 
V, 100 GC. BOGE. ccsccssdivececndacc ix, 

note payable to treasurer; suit in name of 
corporation. McBroom v. Lebanon 18 
wer of managing agent to make sale. 
Phillips v. Campbell iv, 172 

effect of purchase by corporate agent of com- 
pers debts. Sullivan v. Triunpo Mining 


action (England) to compel insolvent com- 
pany employing plaintiff as agent to buy 
shares, to indemnify him against demands 
of seller. James v. Eve ix, 208 
signature by corporate agent. Means v. 
Swormstedt iv, 144; ii, 459 
dissolution. 
surrender of franchise ; acceptance. Wilson 
v. Bridge Proprietors iii, 895 
what amounts to dissolution. Parsons 4 


termination of pending actions by Sivcdinaiont 
Sturgis v. Vanderbilt.. xvii, 352 
equitable jurisdiction as to decreeing dissolu- 
tion. Folger v. Columbian Ins, Co. .i. 139, 140 
action by stockholder for dissolution. (N. Y. ) 
Gilman v. Greenpoint 8, Co v, 365 
continuance of legal existence after ceasin 
to do business. Cary v. Schoharie V. 


x, 

action on guarantee to pay corporate debts, on 
withdrawal of petition for winding up com- 
pany. Harris v. Venables 

modes of dissolution; ri =i id A seuamy 
Pahquioque Bank v. Bethe 

New York act- for AL sarod ng eiteaee ; 
right of company to collect debts due after 


filing petition. Sands v. Hill.. ix, 426 
forfeiture for non-user; action by stockholder; 
receiver. Gilman v. G. Sugar Co 
specific performance of corporate contract 
after dissolution. Stancliff v. Ross ....xi, 223 
Costs, 
connected topics: action; pleading and 
practice ; damages, ete. 
not claimable till final judgment. 
Harper 
costs in equitable actions. Buck v. Meyer, vii, 414 
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Costs—continued. 

stipulations for costs above legal standard 
void. Burk v. Webb 

personal liability of trustee for. 
Egan v. Starrs 

set-offs against costs; effect of assignment of 
costs to plaintiff's attorney. Burstenbinder 
v. Daveau iii 

costs on judgment for plaintiff on frivolous 
answer. Howells v. Dickerman } 

giving security for. Beach v. Sleddon ....i, 


security for costs by non-resident plaintiffs in 
Glass 


district courts under New York act. 


temporary English resident; security for costs 
in action by. Redondo vy. Chaytor (in full), 
xx, 
where offer of judgment is made, Johnston 
v. Catlin 
where plaintiff's offer of judgment is not 
accepted ; interest not to be added in reckon- 
ing damages recovered, Pike v. Johnson, vi, 
in case of offer of judgment under New York 
code ; judgment affirmed in part and re- 
versed in part, on appeal. Sturgis v. Spof- 
xi, 
after offer of judgment. (N,Y.) Scoville v. 
in action involving claim to real ated ; in 
action against executor. (N. Y a 
De PE vc wds os, ccencdenddesedsoctcvass 
claim of title to real property ; New York 
statute. Guernsey v. Davidson 
Randals v. Thornton 
right to hearing where only costs are involved. 
(Eng.) Griffin v. Brady ‘ . 
when defendant cannot av: mea costs by discon- 
tinuance. Folsom v. Wagoner , 
in first action to be had before bringing 
another for same cause. Hill v. Hill...ix, 
waiver of effect of non-payment of costs in 
previous proceedings. Noe v. Gregory, xix, 
defendant prevailing as to one cause of action, 
but failing as to another, not entitled. Wat- 
Oe ME, scdewaccd obbaceensd an vii, 
consolidation of actions ; single bill of costs. 
Brush v, Noyes 
proviso as to costs in Connecticut act of 1866, 
not applicable to pending actions. Skinner 
v. Watson 
correcting adjustment of bill of costs by 
clerk. Bailey v. Stone 
allowance of costs to successful co-defendant. 
(N. Y.) Allis v. Wheeler , 
costs on judgment absolute against appellant. 
“ without cost to either party.” Patten v. 
Stitt i 
extra allowances. (N, Y.) Disbrow v. Garcia, 
viii, 
Struthers v. Pearce i 
discretion of judge as to amount awarded for 
disbursements. (N. Y.) Corbett v. _ 
Comeau . 
costs on appeal to abide event. 
sumers’ Ice Co 
power of county court = to costs incurred in 
supreme court. (N.Y.) Humeston v. a 
lard 
costs on appeal from justice’s court. (N. ¥) 
Bixby v. Worden 
costs on appeals from orders to court of ap- 
peals. (N. Y.) Brown v. Leigh. ..... viii, 
costs ’ special oye Eg to take lands. 
(N. Y.) Rensselaer & 8. R. R. v. Davis, vii, 
costs under New York code ; “where judgment 
less than $50. Powers v. '@ 
Pinder v. Stoothoff. 
adjudgment of costs on reversal of interlocu- 


PAGE. 
xi, 416 
354 


147 
374 


, 183 


391 
233 
382 
3879 

74 


, 820 


Costs—continued. 
tory order; appeals from orders. 
Brown v. Leigh 

costs on unsuccessful motion against several 
parties. (N. Y.) Middletown v. Rondout, 
Se vii, 
costs under New York code. Sturges v. 
Spofford 

costs on appeal from New York marine court. 


(N. ¥.) 


Counter-claim ; see also, building contracts. 
other connected topics: set-off ; damages ; 
pleading and practice. 

on unsettled partnership account. Waddell v. 
Darling 

pleading counter-claim in actions for tort. 
Richmond G, Co. v. Brick 

— advantage of defects in counter-claim, 

. Y.) Fettretch v. McKay 

nanions pleading of ; waiver. (N. Y.) H 
mond v. Terry 

pleading in answer. (N. Y.) Isham v. David- 


unliquidated damages. Frick v. White ..xi, 

cross-action not barred by omission to plead 
counter-claim. Davis v. Hedges 

striking out reply on ground that answer is 
not counter-claim. (N. Y.) Strong v. 
Umlauf 

counter-claims in action by assignee of con- 
tract. Senear v. Woods iii 

counter-claims under Wisconsin act. Vilas 
v. Mason i 

Counterfeiting ; see criminal law. 

County ; see municipal corporations ; 

riots. 

Coupons, 

ownership in stolen coupons. 
ton (with notes) 
connected topics: bonds ; negotiable instru- 
ments. 

Courts ; see judges and courts. 

Covenants ; see also, inewmbrances ; landlord and 
tenant ; other connected topics: deeds ; 
conditions ; vendor and purchaser; real 

roperty ; mortgages. 
effect on covenants, of alteration in deed after 
delivery. North v. Henneberry (with notes), 
xviii, 242, 
what is substantial violation of covenant not 
to engage in business. Richardson v. Pea- 
cock 

all grantees to be joined in action on implied 

covenant; assignment of cause of a 
Lawrence y. Montgomery 
separate covenants in land-contract. 


mobs and 


Dawson v. Mor- 


iv, 

covenant by grantees of several lots as to use 
of premises ; mutual right to enforce. Lot- 
timer v. Livermore 

implied covenant in recitals of deed. Thorp 
v. Keokuk Coal Co 

covenant not to use house as beer-shop, ete. ; 
selling beer to be drunk off the premises, 
Bishop of St. Albans v. Battersby... .xviii, 

covenants against sale of beer on premises. 
London, etc., R. R. v. Garnett............ i, 

what covenants run with land. 

agreement of purchaser to leave land open. 
McLean v. McKay 

covenant for heirs, executors, etc., 
does not make grantor a liable. 
Craft v. Day 

covenants running with land or otherwise. 
Thomas v. Hayward 





Dover Bank v. Segus 
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v, 287 
vi, 141 


viii, 284 


iv, 188 


258 


477 
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267 


874 
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Covenants— continued. 
covenant of service runs with each parcel of 
land divided. Schofield v. Homestead Co., 
vii, 

covenant for part expenses of party wall 
merely personal. Scott v. McMillan. .xix, 
covenant for repairof dam and flume held not 
to run with mill-site. Wheeler v. Schad, 
vi, 

deed - poll of easement reciting agreement of 
grantee to rebuild wall ; rights of grantor’s 
successors. Elting v. Clinton M. -iv, 
rights of assignees of covenantees ; covenants 
Tunning with land. Renals v. Cowli- 


covenant of warranty. 
possession essential to action for breach of 
warranty. Matteson v. Vaughn (in full), 
xvii, 
breach of covenant of special warranty by ex- 
istence of easement. Janes v. Jenkins (in 


what constitutes breach of covenant of war- 
ranty. Allis v. Coffin... 
when broken ; eviction. McGary v. Hastings, 
iii, 
right of warrantor in action by warrantee to 
show title in himself. Somers v. Schmidt, 
iii, 
notice to warrantor; intermediate holders ; 
damages. Claycomb v. Munger. 
recovering taxable costs incurred in defend- 
ing against paramount title, as damages for 
breach of warranty. Lane v. Fury (with 
BOLOS). oo crcccccse-cocccsccosescsceos xviii, 
measure of damages in action in wey 
covenant. Wead v. Larkin 
subsequent title by disseizin acquirable by 
grantor with warranty. Traip v. Traip. .ii, 
covenant of seizin, ete. 
breach of covenant of seisin ; right of grantee 
to avail of. Kimball v. Bryant. ees 
rule of damages for breach of covenant of 
seizin. Hartford, etc., Co. v. Miller...xii, 
eviction under mortgage; action on cove- 
nants barred by agreement to assume. 
Reed v. Sycks 
effect of reversal of judgment under which 
eviction has taken place. Smith v. Dixon, 
xiv, 
covenant of title ; what amounts to eviction. 
Rindskopf v. Farmers’ L. & T. Co 
action for breach of covenant for quiet enjoy- 
ment against executor of life tenant and 
remaindermen. Coakley v. Chamberlain, i, 
something amounting to eviction necessary to 
breach of covenant for quiet pe 5 
Moore v. Frankenfield (with notes)... .xix, 
Creditor's bill, 
connected topics: erecution (supplementary 
proceediags) ; fraud, ete. 
equitable action to enforce attachment of 
bond and mortgage maneeety assigned. 
Jersey City M. Bank v. Pekin... .viii, 167, 
attaching debts ; creditor’s bill to set aside ; 
fraudulent transfer of chose in action ; the 


by desbhablen : joining other Pea cag 
Bartlett v. D xi, 
creditor’s bill to apply property for deficiency 
on foreclosure ; agreement of third person 
5 pay judgment; deducting costs. ener 
. Tifft 

onan of creditor's bill. “McCaffrey Ve iiickey, 
vii, 


Lanning v. Streeter, ii, 


PAGE. 


234 
279 


97 


267 
311 





Creditor’s bill — continued. 
the present remedy under N. Y. acts substi- 
tuted for former creditor's bill. Lynch v. 

i 


Criminal conversation ; see adultery. 
Criminal law; see also, titles of particular crimes 
and offenses. 
other connected topics: arrest ; bail ; ree 
geste ; insanity; drunkenness ; deposi- 
tions ; witness ; pardon 3; venue; trial; 
verdict ; sentence ; constitutional law ; 
wlegal contracts ; j trial by jury ; joint par- 
ties and causes of action ; forbearance ; 
habeas corpus. etc. 
jurisdiction ; constitutional lav, ete. 
territorial jurisdiction in case of crime ; how 
far a question of law. Wagner case, viii, 
prosecution under state law of offense against 
municipal ordinance. Hamilton v. State, 
xviii, 
validity of Texas act to punish forging of land 
titles; even if committed outside of state. 
Ham v. State (in full) . - xviii, 
territorial statutes as to death penalty ; shoot- 
ing in Poor re federal act. Wilker- 
son v. P xix, 
power of le he to change law as to chal- 
lenges, change applicable to prior offense. 
Stokes v. People 
presumption in favor of special legislation. 
Hess v. Pegg 
penal revenue law not retrospective notwith- 
standing civil form of action for penalty. 
Burgess v. Salmon (in full) 
constitutionality of retrospective legislation 
affecting procedure only. Sayers v. Com- 
monwealth (with notes) 
validity of act permitting confinement in jails 
in other counties. Brown v. People ..xix, 
amendment to U. 8. constitution as to con- 
fronting accused with witnesses, not appli- 
cable to state tribunals. State v. Jones, vi, 
two years’ imprisonment for beating wife not 
invalid as a cruel or unusual punishment. 
State v. Pettie xx, 
San Francisco ordinance for clipping hair of 
prisoners in county jail held unconstitu- 
tional. Ho Ah 
conviction of deaf-mute quashed, 
Berry (with notes) 
some miscellaneous offenses and matters of proced- 
ure. 
keeping disorderly house ; canvas tent within 


PAGE. 


215 


Kow v. Nunan (in full) xx, 250 


statute. Killman v. State (with notes), xvii, 278 
B 


keeping disorderly house. Comm. v. Bul- 


xiii, 495 


English act against prize fights ; sparring 
match. Regina v. = 

use of false stamps and labels; intent to de- 
fraud essential to offense. Low v. Hall, vi, 

whether re-milling coin is counterfeiting. 
Reg. v. Harmann (remarked on) 

vicielion of law induced by a prosecuting wit- 
ness. Casily v. State 

attempt to commit felony, defined. (Ohio.) 
Griffin v. States . ccs cisccccessce 400s%- Sy 

personal insults not a subject for prosecution. 


v, 186 


77 


xix, 405 


Phillips v. Justices of Gateshead.......xx, 100 


indictment for false declaration before 7 
tice; certainty. (Eng.) Reg. v. Parker.. 
proceeding by information in federal cuales 
for offenses not infamous. United ners” . 

Maxwell (with notes) 

charge of offense on belief of district atior 
ney. Vannata v. State 

prosecution under a act. Tinlited 
States v. Barr ...... 


, 441 


, 311 


14 


-+-Xv, 472 
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Criminal law—continued. 
accused not entitled to examination before 
magistrate after indictment found. (N. Y.) 
Gesner, case of xvii, 
no costs recoverable against state in criminal 
prosecution, though awarded by U. 8. su- 
preme court. Noyes v. State (with notes), 
xix, 
conviction of acts endangering safety of pas- 
sengers under English statute, Rex v. 
Monaghan 
indictments ; practice. 
jury trial of indictment not to be waived. 
State v. Lock wood xvii, 
pleas in abatement and motions to quash ; ob- 
jections to grand jury. State v. Maloney. 
xix, 
relationship of grand juror to murdered man 
not good plea. State v. Easton (with 
xviii, 
entering nol. pros. ; power of courts to inter- 
fere. State v. Smith 
charge of place of offense; when variance 
immaterial. Carlisle v. State 
rule as to compelling prosecution to elect be- 
tween counts. Candy v. State 
right of prosecution to elect as to proof of 
time of offense, when not material. State 
Wi oc cdcecsceacccadaseceneee xvi, 
accused required to pay costs as condition of 
continuance, 
conviction for lesser degree of offense. 
conviction for misdemeanor on indictment for 
felony. Hunter v. Commonwealth (with 
notes) 
conviction of lower degree of offense. (Mich.) 
Hanna v, People 
= o of higher and conviction of lower 
egree of crime; new trial must be for 
lower degree only. State v. Martin... viii, 
the indictment ; practice. 


correcting trivial errors in indictment, State 


xix, 

acquittal on ground of variance. (N. Y.) Can- 
ter v. People 

objection of variance to be taken before ver. 


dict. Commonwealth v. Kressler... xviii, 
substantial identity of name charged and 
proved. Commonwealth v. Stone 
practice as to amending information. 
v. Johnson 

joinder of distinct misdemeanors in one in- 
dictment. Polinsky v. People xvii, 

as to necessity of indorsement of ‘‘ true bill.” 
White v. Commonwealth (with notes), xviii, 

omission of record to show joinder of issue 
not a ground of objection after verdict. 
Commonwealth v. McCormack 

rejecting a continuando as surplusage. State 
v. Nichols 

error in caption of indictment. Common- 
be Ee eer + ll, 

alteration of indictment after jury a 
Hill v. State 

Michigan act as to curing of defective indict. 
ment by verdict. Enders v. People.....iv, 

joint and separate indictments. 

separate trials of persons jointly wae“ 
Ormsby v. People 

granting to one defendant and not to joint de. 
fendant in criminal case. White v. State, ii, 

including another person as defendant in 
State of counts for same offense. oi v. 

tate 


State 


jeopardy. 
second tadicement not barred by nol. pros. of 
first. Hester v. Commonwealth (with 


xvii, 259, 315 


PAGE. 


97 


332 


442 


83 
14 
459 
17 


34 


Criminal law—continued. 


evidence in criminal trials ; 





PAGE. 

entry of nol. pros. on one count as to defend- 
ant’s appearing ; subsequent trial of co-de- 
fendant on same count. Walker v. State, 


jeopardy defined. Grogan v. State 
Lange, ex parte 
State v. Clark 
discharge of jury by ooees court for 
term. People v. Bage (in full) x, 236 
effect of arresting judgment. Bedee v. Peo- 
ple (with notes) xi, 151 
identity of offense. 
former conviction without jurisdiction. 
ham v. Stav 
death of judge before finding made. 
v. 
when dismissal of indictment operates as ac- 
quittal. Lee v. State vii, 234 
proving previous conviction ; New York act, 
Johnson v. People ....-Viii, 15 
second indictment for receiving stolen goods ; 
presumption as to identity with subject of 
former charge. Commonwealth v. Suther- 
land 91 
prisoner indicted for felony of uttering after 
previous conviction, not to be convicted of 
misdemeanor of uttering for first time. 
Queen v. Thomas xi, 
second indictment for same act, under differ. 
ent penal statute. Wemyss v. 
(with notes) 
former acquittal should be pleaded specially 
State v. Burrell (in full) 
irregularities operating as acquittal. Bell. z 
State (with notes) ............06. .. xiii, 
trial for murder and conviction of man- 
slaughter; second trial. State v. McCord 
(with notes) 
acquittal for variance not a bar to new indict- 
ment. (Va.) Robinson v. Commonwealth, 
xix, 520 
dismissal of complaint not good as a former 
acquittal. Commonwealth v. Bressant, xix, 183 
former conviction fraudulently obtained. 
Warriner v. State xvi, 457 
two convictions not permissible for separate 
acts ,constituting one felony. People v. 
Smith 


plea of pardon. United States v. McKee, 


xvi, 

punitive damages for tort which is also pun- 

ishable as crime. Brown v. Swineford, 
xviii, 259 

confessions ; see also, 

declarations and admissions, 

inducements. Reg. v. Rosa Rue (with notes), 
xiii, 393 

Keefer v. State ii, 
Phillips v. People ii, 475 

confessions to magistrate admissible, if not 

induced. Wolf v. Commonwealth (with 
notes) xx, 277; xviii, 143 

confessions without other proof of corpus 

delicti. Regina v. Woodgate (with notes), 
xv, 348 

admissions while under arrest for larceny. 
Ormsby v. People ix, 67 

statements while under arrest. Murphy v. 
xiii, 146 

uncorroborated confessions insufficient for 
conviction. May v. Peopl xx, 356 

confessions to officer admitted. Common- 
wealth v. Cuffee ix, 14 

exclusion of paper written by prisoner at dic. 

tation of officers and offered for comparison 

with his letters. State v. Miller (remarked 
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Criminal law—continued. PAGE. | Criminal law—continued. PAGE. 


ee el 


confessions to officer. Commonwealth Vv. 
14 


, 497 
statements by others in presence of accused. 
People v. Ah Yute 
confessions. People v. Johnson 
confession admitted. Queen v. Reeve... .vi 
— admission of. Austine v. Peo- 


other rules and matters of evidence. 
every essential element of charge to be 
proved beyond reasonable doubt. Adams 


case of conviction without showing ohne or 
where offense was committed. seer - 
State (remarked on) , 206 
evidence of alibi; burden of proof does sea 
shift in criminal cases. Turner v. Com- 
monwealth xviii, 116 
reasonable doubt defined. People v. Ashe, 
vi, 291 
the intent ; what constitutes malice; reck- 
lessness. Reg. v. Pembilton (with notes), 
x, 188 
guilty intention; ignorance as a defense. 
Farrell v. State xx, 59 
evidence of uncommunicated threats. —_ 
v. Elliott v, 472 
when threats of deceased admissible. Wie. 
gins v. People 109 
testifying to meaning of motions of wounded 
man. Griggs v. State vi, 224 
reading from medical books. Zoe v. State, i, 335 
testimony of detectives. Berry v. People, 
xix, 336 
error to allow pan of soft mud brought into 
court, and prisoner asked to put foot in it. 
Stokes v. State iii, 238 
evidence of belonging to criminal organiza- 
tion to show motive. Carroll v. Common- 


34 
parol evidence to explain obscure passages 
in threatening letters. State v. Linthicum, 
xix, 
character ; former offense, ete. 
proof of good reputation of witness; when 
competent for prosecution. Webb v. State 
(with notes) 
effect of evidence of character. State v. Nor- 
thrup (with notes) 
when bad character of prisoner provable. 
People v. Edwards viii, 
proof of good character; rebuttal; particular 
acts of misconduct. Gifford v. People, 
xviii, 
evidence of character. State v. McGinnis, iv, 
considering failure to produce evidence as 
circumstance against accused. Ormsby v. 
People. i 
felony after former conviction; New York 
act. Wood v. People 
proof of former offense; New York an. 
Johnson v. People 
evidence of one offense to prove another. 
Gobaser V. Biase. 2.5.00. seccvcssces xi, 
what warrant of commitment and record of 
conviction must show. Travis, matter of 
LL ee ee ere re xviii, 


the trial ; rules of procedure; see also, trial ; 


jury ; sentence. 
right of accused to be present antng pro- 
ceedings. Bryan, ex parte v, 
presence of prisoner at view by jury. State 
v. Burrell (in full) xix, 511 
14 





allowing witness to be present at view and 
_— information. People v. Greene, xviii, 18 
effect of acts done in prisoner's absence. 
Griffin v. State 38 
record to show presence of prisoner at trial. 
State v. Able xvii, 354 
presence of defendant during trial. (N. Y.) 
Maurer v. People i 
waiver of right to be present at argument for 
new trial. Seveat v. State 
absence of counsel when verdict rendered, 
Weaver v. State 
necessity of presence of prisoner and inquiry 
as Me reasons against sentence. Dent v. 
ix, 110 
trial for misdemeanor without personal ap- 
pearance of accused. Neaves v. State, xvii, 493 


judge and jury ; verdict. 


Minnesota act as to expressions of opinion on 
facts by judge in criminal trial. State v. 
Kobe 


discretion of court in criminal cases to ad- 
vise jury as to law. Broll v. State....xvi, 419 
direction to jury to acquit ; what amounts to 
uest for. People v. Bennet 
substitution of justice in place of one yy 
bench during trial. Blend v. People.. 
indecorous manner of judge in court oF han 
nota ground forreview. Arnold v. People, 
xviii, 475 
defendant cannot complain of unlawful charge 
in his own favor, State v. Little iv, 
when judgment will not be reversed for erro- 
neous rulings. Higgins v. People ii, 12 
setting aside verdict for pressure by judge to 
induce prisoner to forego rights, —— 4 
People 517 
unreasonable limitation of right of ndreesing 
jury ; Illinois act. White v. People (wit 
notes) 287 
new trial for officer being present at delibera- 
tions of jury. State v. Snyd iii, 76 
recommendation by jury of full punishment 
allowed by law, no objection to verdict. 
State v. Hutchinson vi, 97 
separation of jury ; when not an objection to 
verdict. State v. Jones vi, 97 
recording paper asking mercy returned with 
verdict. Roby v. State 
sentence. 
revising sentences at same term. Lee v. State 
(with notes) xviii, 461 
sentence for successive terms. Jackson, re, 
xv, 492 
when suspension of sentence amounts to 
abandonment of prosecution. Weaver v. 
People ... xiii, 168 
power of court to revise sentence, Brown v. 
BS. cacasccstantnmnseacan meee iv, 180 
how time to be counted in computing term of 
sentence. People v. Sing Sing Warden, xiv, 100 
review ; writs of error. 
question as to power of appellate court to re- 
view conviction on merits. (N. Y.) People 
v. Thompson (with notes) i, 20, 82 
refusal of writ of error to people. 
Bork xx 
what is a final judgment to which error will 
lie. People v. Bennet 
New York practice as to writs of error; ap- 
peal after pardon. Eighmy v. People, Ze 834 
practice as to review on writ of error. (N. ¥ ); 
what is final judgment. Manke v. People, 
xviii, 356 
requisites as to form. Phillips v. People, ii, 475 
requisites of return to writ of error. ( 
People v. Graham... .. bcbebs0 tits sane v, 107 
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Oriminal law—continued. 
voluntary payment of fine on conviction, is 
final, and a bar to review. Leavitt v. Peo- 


x 
only matters in record brought up by writ of 
error. Hunt v. People 
verdict and indquest: of not guilty not ap- 
pealable. State v. Crosby..... x 
New York act authorizing a ellate court to 
interpose in capital cases. ilke v. People, 


ix, 
Crops, 

see also, tenants in common ; homestead. 

other connected titles: real property ; land- 
lord and tenant ; mortgages. 

sale of growing fruit, when not contract for 
interest in land. Brown v. Stanclift...xx 
presumption of ownership of crops; posses- 
sion, Rawley v. Brown.. . Xvi, 
agreement to deliver crop; ‘act of God; crop 
destroyed by disease. Howell v. Coupland 
(in full) iii 
removal of crop by one working land on 
shares not larceny. Bell v. State... ...xx, 
levy on unripe crop, as against subsequent 
liens. Burleigh v. Piper xXx, 
mortgage of unplanted crop. Reed v. Burrus, 


Wyatt v. Watkins (in full) 
Dupree v. McClanahan (with notes). . 
Butt v. Ellett x, 
wing crops not personal chattels a’ 
— bills of sale act. Brantour v. 
Griffi , 58; xv, 
nay 3 ‘oveng crops. Ticknor v. McClel- 
neal a 
purchaser of growing crop at administrator's 
sale, as against subsequent foreclosure pur- 
chaser. Sherman v. Willett 
effect of devise of land on tenants in common 
growing crops. Stall v. Wilbur 
action for work and materials in cultivating 
land, where owner terminates contract for 
shares of crop. Williams v. Bemis... .ix, 
agreement for share of crop to farm laborer: 
right of laborer to assign. Tanner v. Hills, 
vi, 
lessee’s right to emblements. Pfauner v. 
Sturmer iii 
right of tenant to harvested crop as against 
foreclosure purchaser. Johnson v. Camp, 
li, 
secret lien of landlord on crop void as to cred- 
itors. Gittings v. Nelson 
sale by tenant ; effect of subsequent forfeit- 
ure and abandonment. Nye v. Patterson, 
xv, 
reserving share of crops as rent ; when rent 
due; when paid, Townsend v. Isenberger, 
xvi, 
title to crops put in by vendee in possession 
under contract, afterward failing. a 
v. Frink 
uncut corn passes under deed of freehold. 
Tripp v. Hasceig .v, 
crops planted after action of “ejectment 
brought. McLean v. Bovee iii, 
emblements at termination of life estate. 


farm overseer not a laborer within North 
Carolina crop-lien act. Whitaker v. Smith, 
xx, 
evin not maintainable for crops grown and 
arvested by trespasser. Page v. Fowler, iii, 
Cruelty to animals ; see animals. 
Currency ; see money and legal tender. 


rigkts of husband as tenant by curtesy under 


PAGE, 


413 
95 


v, 272 


175 


394 





—continued. PAG 
ew York married women’s acts. Hatfield 
ix, 325; viii, 1 
release of curtesy by joining in wife's will. 
McBride’s estate xvi, 1 
estate necessary to support. Ferguson v. 
Tweedy 
Custody of children; see parent and child. 
Custom and usage ; see also, brokers ; insurance; 
negotiable instruments, and other special 
titles. 
how far evidence of usage is admissible to 
interpret contract. Carter v. a 
Coal Co, (with notes) 
requisites to be good. Randall v. Smith. xi 
must be uniform, etc, Baltimore City Bank 
iii, 1 
not admissible against terms of express con- 
tract. g v. Ins. Co 
usage of je. as to allowing agents to sell 
on credit, incompetent in particular case. 
Bell v. Smith 
custom as to personal liability of broker not 
disclosing principal. Fleet v. Murton.. 
as to custom to employ broker to sell onal. 
Carter v. Phil. Coal Co 
usage of stock brokers. Day v. Holmes. .iv, "2 
presuming knowledge of usage by contract- 
ing party. Lyon v. George xv, 4 
custon: among flour merchants as to rescind- 
ing sale of goods unsound, Randall v. 
: 1 
to show that barrels intended were not statu- 
tory barrels. Miller v. Stevens 
custom as to right of contractor to earth and 
stone removed by him under contract, Mc- 
Manus v. Donoheu ii 
evidence of plasterers’ usage in computing 
square yards of surface. Walls v. Bailey, 
Vii, 
admitting usage to prove meaning of ‘‘ crop 
of flax” in contract of purchase, Gardner 
v. Stevens 1 
custom to overstate value in bill of sale of 
vessel inadmissible. Howland v. Hammill, v, 
question of validity of custom of manor as 
against leases by lord. Lascelles v. Onslow, 
xvi, 
Cy-pres ; see charities, 
Damages ; see also, proximate and remote cause ; 
death ; and special topics, 
in general. 
in personal actions allowed only to commence- 
ment of suit. Brewster v. Sussex R, R., xviii, 
reversal of judgment giving damages in ex- 
cess of amount claimed in epee’ 
Hanks v. Smith 
evidence of market value. Ferris v. Sutclitn 
in actions for recovery of articles of fluctuat- 
ing value. Page v. 
value of article in market where sold. Durst 


2 
3 


not ‘competent to prove cost of another article 
or structure resembling the one in ena. 
Gouge v. Roberts 

damages when vn price of goods falls. 
Ward v.N. Y.C.R.R 

measure of, on contract to deliver seme 
collected in city. Sternfels v. Clark . 

for’ destruction of bridge which plaints 
have rebuilt. Topsham v. Lisbon .....xv, 

for causing plaintiffs team to run away. 
Olesen v. 

subsequent rise in value of property con- 
verted. Bates v. Stansell ii, 

value of use of article detained to be included 
in damages. Allen v. Fox 

contract in alternative ; measure of damages 


oak , 


ie-9 -3 ode pH, 
pose" 


1 


er 
ne 
aA 


E. 
59 
88 


, 327 
24 


93 


140 
-v, 803 


20 
39 


42 


92 


86 


72 


248 


38 
77 


xv, 337 
836 


25 








CASE-INDEX. 


107 





Damages—continued. 
in case of judgment by default. Deverill v. 
Burnell 

measure of, for breach of contract. Heilraner 
v. 

on contract to pay in specified bonds. 
termute v. Cooke 

nominal damages ; reversing judgment for. 
Glass v. Garber 


Holloway v. Pome 
penalties and liquidated damages distinguished.” 

whether stipulation to be considered a penalty 
or liquidated damages. Morris v. McCoy, vi, 
Magee v. Lavell i 
Pollard, ex parte 
Kemp 
Oldham School Governors, 7¢ 
Sims v. Cox 

special damages. 

question of liability for consequential dam- 
ages. Simpson v. London, etc., R. R. (with 
notes) iii 

m-asure of damages for personal injuries 
from defective way. Stewart v. Ripon, xiii, 

new trial for insufficient damages for personal 

, injuries, Phillips v. South-western R. R. 
(in full) 

sufficienly of averment to entitle plaintiff to 
special damages. Barnard v. Benoind, xix, 

mental suffering as an element. Mclntyre v. 


exemplary damages for personal indignity. 
Ellsworth v. Porter 

allowing smart-money in action for personal 
injury ; expenses of litigation. Welch v. 
DE: cndasteckwetepsrancéededaeeed iii, 

personal injuries ; effects up to time of trial 

Ransom v. N, Y. & 


competent in evidence. 
E.R.R 


sseaiaibie —— for personal injuries. 
Filer v. N. Y. C 
aggravation and special damages for unlaw- 
ul seizure of goods. Moore v. Schultz .ii, 
loss of prospective profits. Simpson v. Lon- 
don, etc., R. R xiii, 
prospective profits of railroad to be built by 
plaintiff under contract broken. Phillips, 
etc., Co. v. Seymour 
prospective damages for excavation under 
neighbor’s land. Lamb v. Walker (in full), 
xviii, 131 ; (with notes), xviii, 
probable profits not a basis for damages. 
OU FO WEG So 6k cei ciecccesudeced xii, 
Dams ; see water-courses. 
Day; see time. 
Death ; as to matters relating to burial, see burial 
and burial places ; as to death from wrong- 
ful acts, see also, negligence; corporations (1); 
railroads (V1); master and servant ; under 
civil damage acts, see liquors; see also, 
abatement ; action. 
the seven years’ presumption of death. Rosen- 
thal v. Mayhew 
establishing precise time of death. 
Briggs 
we — years’ presumption. 


xviii, 
Lewe’s trusts, 


” beyond the seas ;” presumption of absent 
rson’s death. Davie v. Briggs 
right of father to recover for instantaneous 
death of child by negligence, Sullivan v. 
Union Pacific R. R. (in full) 
wrongful act causing death ; compensation un- 
der Ohio act. 


PAGE, 


eden eons e OU, S14 


v. Knickerbocker Ice Co ........xv, 310 


, 838 
516 


xviii, 516 


10 


Grotenkemper v. Harris, xiii, 238 





Death—continued. 
P.C. & St. L. R. R.v. Hine, e+ xiii, 
Steel v. Kurtz ........... Snes. cose xvi, 
Hoover v. Penn Co, .......+.++++0+5 xiii, 
Grotenkemper v. Harris 
removal of action bronght under Wisconsin 
act, to federal court, Whiton v. Chicago, 
etc., R. R. (with notes) 
contributory negligence of deceased. (Va.) 
Matthews v. Warner’s adm’r 
Deceit ; see fraud. 


Declarations and admissions; see also, res gesta; 
advancements ; evidence ; homicide (dying 
declarations); “fraud ; criminal law; con- 
spiracy ; arson , , rape ; agency, etc. 

declaration not an estoppel as against, by 
slander overhearing and acting upon it. 
Kinney v. Whiton (with notes).......xviii, 
of agent after transaction. Bigley v. Will- 


Sweetland vy. Ill. Tel. Co 

of third person to whom party referred suit. 
Allen v. Killinger 

admissions of owner of land competent against 
persons deriving title from him. Chadwick 

xv, 

declarations of grantor after grant incompe- 
tent. Pier v. Duff iii, 

acts and declarations of plaintiff as to value, 
when admissible on question of damages. 
Dalrymple v. Harrison 

how far necessary that declarations should be 
contemporaneous with event. Ins. Co, v. 
Moseley 

admissions made in another suit. 


Dedication ; see highways. 
Deeds, 
connected topics : alteration of instruments; 
forgery ; covenant ; parol contracts and 
evidence ; mistake ; record and registra- 
tion ; seal; conditions; real property ; 
adverse possession ; ejectment; easements ; 
incumbrances, 
in general. 
notice of equities by party not directly in i > 
terest. Butcher v. Yocum 
title derived through quit-claim deeds ; pos. 
session. Wiley v. Williamson "xviii, 
aiding defective deed by new deed from ante- 
cedent grantor. Rogers v. Carey.. .Vv, 
presumption of title from deed. Farwell v. 
Rodgers 
substitution of new deed forold. Gardner v. 


use of past tense, hath bargained, etc. Mein 


void without name of grantee. 


deed falsely read to illiterate signer. 

kill County v. Copley (remarked on), 1ii, 
vii, 

accidental omission of seals; recitals of at- 
testation clause and certificate of ack nowl- 
edgment. Mayer, re iii, 

falsely read deed, how avoidable. Eaton - 
Eaton 

obtained feloniously or fraudulently ineifect. 
ual, Tisher v. Beckwith 

deed containing provisions in part fraudu- 
lent ; remedies at law and equity. Glass 
G: TA Sea's 0 0eiiessttbeid wad bad vy, 

effect of recitals. 

against non-parties to deed. Brown v. Good- 
WD.) pidierianecgednsecc4.68n.0s Geen xix, 
Hardenburgh v. Lakin 


PAGE. 
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v, 247 
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338 
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v, 207 
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389 
159 
896 
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Deeds—continued. 

use to prove grant by one not signing. 
I RED. 6 .cccsdicesces setae ii, 

effect of statement of consideration. a 
bard v. Haughian 

acknowledgment of receipt of consideration 
not conclusive. Barter v. Greenleaf. . 

recital of agreement to pay off mortgage bind. 
ing on grantee. Richard v. Sanderson. ..i, 

effect of recitals of deed poll against grantee. 
Earle v. New Brunswick 

effect of recitals as to grantee in deed poll ; 
action of covenant against him. At. Dock 
Co, v. Leavi 

when notice of outstanding title. 
v. Skinner 

conveyance of after. acquired title to third 
person ; right of former grantee. Quincy 


conditions and restrictions. 

conditions precedent and subsequent ; oe 
ure. Towle v. Remsen 

deed conditional on approval of bank sthientn, 

rol evidence; presumptions. Deppoe v. 
~*~ § 

restricting grant by subsequent references to 

other deeds, Daniels v. Citizens’ 8. Insti- 
ieerhdiberhiasinenns XX, 
reservation. ‘Clark v. Cottrell ..........- ii, 
see also, conditions. 
description and boundaries. 

effect of statement of quantity of land in de- 
scription. Bishop v. Morgan xv, 

mistake as to quantity ; consideration clause. 
Mardock v. Gilchrist.... . ......... viii, 

expert testimony incompetent to show that 
conveyance does not cover contract. Nor- 
ment v. Fastuaght 

clearing up latent ambiguity by oral evidence. 
Putnam v. Bond 

proving boundary by reputation and hearsay, 
McCausland v. Fleming 

ae in case of inaccuracy. aaa 
v. Ashland L. Co x, 

boundaries to be got at by calls of deed. coon 
rence v. Palmer ii 

clause controlling details of 
Ousby v. Jones 

statutory establishment of boundaries. (N. 
Y.) W. Hartford Soc. v. First B. Church, i, 

monuments generally to control. Coburn v. 


general and particular description; courses 
and distances. Burnett v. Wadsworth, xi, 
description by lot superior to one by courses 
and distances. Rutherford v. Tracy (with 
vii, 

when boundary line is monument. Robinson 


xvi, 

fixed monuments not always controlling. 
Higginbotham v. Stoddard 

rebuttal of presumption of line going to cen- 
ter of monument. Stewart v. Patrick, xv, 

when courses and distances control fixed 
monuments. White v. Luning 

question of line against measurement. Need- 
ham v. Judson 

courses and distances; natural monuments. 
Hovey v. Harris . 

metes and bounds preferred to numbers of 
city lots. Thomson v. Wilcox ii 

bounding on highway ; streams, drains, ete. 

whether deed of lots conveyed land to center 
of avenue. Chapman v. Wheeler 

boundary upon a highway. Buffalo Bank v. 


Nichols ; xiii, 145 


deed of building; outside additions; soil of 
highway. Gear v. Barnum 


PAGE. 





Deeds—continued. PAGE. 
granting land as bounding on street. 
nessey v. Old C. & N. R.R iii, 235 
bounding ‘‘on north line” of alley ; use of 
alley. Cox v. James iv, 
boundary by drain extends ad medium filum. 
Popple, re. 
courses, etc., controlled by thread of stream. 
Niehaus v. Shephard 
the stream the boundary when the convey- 
ance calls for two corners thereon. St. 
Clair County v. Livingston (in full)... ..xi, 
boundary upon the beach. East Hampton 
Tr. v. Kirk xv, 
marsh a good boundary mark. 
Bradshaw... . 
execution ; acknowledgment ; delivery ; 
wife’s acknowledgment, see marriage. 
adopting signature written by another. 
lett v. D 
substantial compliance with statute, though 
form departed from. Kelly v. Calhoun, 
xvii, 
statements necessary as to identity of person 
acknowledging. Ritter v. Worth i 
omission of statement as to identity fatal to 
acknowledgment. Miller v. Link 
necessity of attestation where statute — 
it. Crane v. Reeder 
effect of want of witness and acknowiedg. 
ment. (N. Y.) Roggen v. Avery 
presumption as to place of acknowledgment. 
People v. Snyder 
delivery by magistrate in presence of parties, 
Bogie v. Bogie 
constructive Fe Fisher v. Hall 
presumption of time of delivery from = 
People v. Snyder 
presumption of delivery after stamp aifixed” 
Van Rensselaer v. Vickery 
presuming delivery. Gould v. Day 
presumption of delivery of deed from record; 
counter nee gg from possession not 
taken. nowles v. Barnhardt vii, 154 
record sufficient delivery of deed to infant 
children. Cecil v. Beaver v, 369 
getting possession of deed by grantor after 
delivery unavailing to affect rights. 
ren v, Tobey 
deed not communicated to grantee held void 
against subsequent purchaser. Cracknall 
v. Janson xviii, 276 
escrows. 
condition of escrow may be written or parol. 
Stanton v. Miller 
question whether deed an escrow. Campbell 
a. ER eer ree xvi, 
delivery of deed to third person for grantee ; 
death of grantor. Mather v. Corliss... .iv, 
delivery of deed to third person to be deliv. 
ered to grantee on grantor’s death. Crooks 
; xix, 
delivery to third person; death of grantor. 
Hunt v. Brent 
escrow. Abbott v. Alsdorf.............6. ii, 
Defamation; see libet and slander. 
Delivery ; see carriers ; sale ; statute of frauds ; 
deeds, etc. 
Demand ; see actions ; attorneys; negotiable in- 
struments, etc. 
Demurrer ; see pleading and practice ; appeal. 
Depositions and Commissions, 
connected topics: evidence ; witness ; trial. 
degree of illness disabling ’ witness. Queen 
v. Farrell 
use of deposition when deponent is present in 
court. Thayer v. Thayer 
de bene cutadiaiune in criminal case ; 
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Depositions and commissions—continued. 
of statutory forms. Wightman v. People, 

viii, 

order for deposition of unwilling witness, un- 
der § 401, old code. (N. Y.) Allen v. 


deposition of parties in chancery suits in fed: 
eral courts. State v. White 
presumption that testimony is from witness’ 
personal knowledge. Fassin v. Hubbard, 
time for objections on formal points. Doane 
identifying papers appended; copies. 
quehanna, etc., R. R. v. Quick.. os 
statute to be strictly followed. Terry v. Me. 
Niel ... ii, 
power of court to award commission to take 
evidence. (N. Y.) McCall v. Sun Mut. _ 
Co 
presumptions in aid of commissioner’s certifi- 
cate. Carpenter v. Dexter 
commission to take evidence ; technical ob. 
jections to return. Goodyear v. Vosburgh, 
iii, 
suppressing commission as improperly re- 
turned. (N. Y.) Drexel, matter of, . .xviii, 
signing of commission; use of original com- 
mission. Bishop v. Ferguson 
objection to identity of commissioner, when 
must be raised. Newton v. Porter 
Descent. 
connected topics : children and titles there 
referred to ; executors and administrators. 
half-blood; term “ancestor.” Wheeler Y. 
Clutterbuck 
grand children, etc., of intestate dying with- 
out children, take per stirpes and not per 
capita. Ross’ trusts (remarked on)......v, 
recitals of father’s will admissible to prove 
son’s illegitimacy, Murray v. Milner. .xx, 
Indiana act. as to illegitimate children ; —_ 
cile. Harvey v. 
establishing illegitimacy ; English acts ; ro 
timony of reputed parents. 
rights of first cousins and children of de- 
ceased first cousins under New York stat- 
ute. Adee v. Campbell 
inheritance by adoption in Iowa, 


possible birth of posthumous child no tig ~ 
vesting of property. Keller v. Gaylor, xi, 
exclusion of one heir by another from realty 
during administration. Baker v. Haskell, 
iii, 
rights of posthumous child omitted in decree. 
ttsford v. O’Connor 
Deviation ; see insurance (marine) ; shipping. 
Devise and 1 egacy, 
connected bape executors and administra- 
; widow ; children ; perpetuities ; 
mistakes and omissions; construction; some 
special cases. 
omission in bequest of subject of legacy. Haw- 
man v. Thomas (with notes) 
uncertainty ; gift for Christmas presents to 
Sunday School scholars. Goodell v. Chil- 
dren’s Home iii 
reference by testator to non-existing docu- 
ment, Willoughby v. Storer 
mistake in name of legatee ; evidence. — 


supplying omitted words in legacy. Kellogg 
Bs cana ends sosiguse wnogeeasieauie’ 


.Y, 
Hall Vv. 
Stephens (with notes)..........+.. + eXVii, 


devise to man “and family.” 


PAGE, 


347 


135 
378 
, 459 


R—’s trusts, i, 440 


454 
56 
80 


Devise and legacy—continued. 





PAGE. 
what passes by bequest of ‘‘ moneys,” 
lins v. Collins. . vy, 
taking “ or” as “ ‘and ” to effectuate intention. 
Scott v. Guernsey 
meaning of word 
Fletcher 
‘*all the estate I now possess” construed as 
referring to date of will, notdeath. Quinn 
v. Hardenbrook 
devise of farm “as now occupied.” 
Dimmick 
passing of real estate by words descriptive of 
chattel property. Smyth v. Smyth. .xviii, 57 
general devise ; falsa demonstratio. Travers 
v. Blundell 91 
misdescription of real estate devised. Barber 
v. Wood xv, 518 
what included in devise of woodland; intent. 
Underhill v. Vandervoort 
implied gift ; i 
Leitch 
general words followed by less extensive 
specification. King v. George. -xv, 165 
agreement to compensate services by legacy ; 
estate liable. Bayliss v. Pricture’s estate, i, 256 
bequest of chattels in trust with power to 
legatee to choose such part as she should 
desire. Arthur v. McKinnon 
gift of surplus income after void bequest. 
Williams’ trusts xvi, 207 
after-acquired lands. 
devise subject to annuities construed. Coyle’s 
appeal 874 
devise of land already sold by written con- 
tract. Atwood v. Weems 
devise to United States. vi, 289 


‘* estate.” 


life estates, 


devise for life and afterward to survivin 
heirs; vested interest. Chinn v. Keit 
(with notes) 

effect of gift over ou death of tenant “ with- 
out leaving children.” Trecharne v. Lay- 
ton (with notes) xii, 355 

legal possibility of issue at any age ; remain- 
der to children of life tenant. List v. Rod- 
ne 

life bet with contingent remainder; how 
to destroy remainder, (Penn’a.) Pierce’s 


appeal 
estates in remainder ; intermediate — 
King v. Whaley 414 
life estate in land to wife ; sale and distribu. 
tion afterward ; vesting of remainder; 


equitable conversion. Ross v. Roberts, x, 254 


power of disposal. 


absolute ownership conferred by power to dis- 
pose of property. Rona v. Meier (with 
notes) i 

bequest to widow for life with power of dis- 
posal. Brant v. Virginia Coal Co. (in full), 

xv, 

request construed ; disposing of money, ete., 

left unconstrued at wife’s death. Gillen v. 


whether devise carried fee, or only life estate. 
Donohue v. Helme iii, 99 
life estate with power to use and expend, a 
conveyance of fee. Hall v. Preble ..xviii, 338 
question of interest on proceeds of land sold 
for ——— of life tenants, Rodman v. 


onte of right of life-tenant to dispose of 
principal ; right to possession of peg 

Livingston v. Murray 147 
life devise construed. Mitchell v. Mc Connie. 
xv, 
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Devise and 1 


—continued. PAGE. 
power of devisee for life with right to dispose, 
to convey in fee. Cummings v. Shaw ..ix, 14 
vested and contingent ; period of distribution. 
period of distribution; heirs construed to 
mean next of kin. Neilson v. Monro . .xx, 378 
reading ‘‘ without having” issue as without 
“having had” issue. hite v. Hight. .xx, 296 
time of ‘Tanthag of interest under limitation 
over. Crosthwaite v. Dean xx, 238 
what shows intention to vest legacy at once ; 
giving present interest on money. Warner 
Vv 
when legacy to be deemed vested and when 
contingent. Chess’ appeal 
devise to one when he arives at given age, 
vests at once. Linton v. Laycock ....xviii, 
time when class to be ascertained. Mortimore 
v. Slater 
ountien of time of limitation taking effect. 
Apsey v. Apsey. 
remainder to chi dren contingent on survivor- 
ship ; limitation over. Smith v. Block, xvi, 
question of vested or contingent estate. Lead- 
beater v. Cross xv, 253 
nephews and nieces “ who shall then be liv- 
ing.” McKinstry v. Sanders 83 
gift to persons at twent -one ; gift over on 
death before legacy became “ payable.” 
Hayden v. R ii, 483 
“other surviving” children construed as 
‘‘other” children, Arnold's trusts 
joint estate; survivorship. DeCamp v. Hall, ii, 114 
gift of income to class for maintenance. Ash- 
more’s trusts 35 
question as to estates accruing on survivor- 
ship. Melsom v. Giles 
time of distribution or vesting. Schott’s 
estate iii, 198 
Beckwith v. Beckwith y, 518 
Stowell v. Graves i 83 
Sinton v. Boyd....... bcbesasieese doee iv, 192 
Heasman v. Pearse iv, 178 
Livingston v. Greene ..... bteanccendes viii, 264 
Burby’s appeal ii, 294 
McGill’s appeal 115 
refer. Bronson v. Hill 193 
Loring v. Coolidge 140 
contingent or defeasible estates. 
fee simple conditional, with limitation over 
by executory devise. Groves v. Cox, xviii, 
question as to qualification of fee in first dev- 
isee. Edwards v. Barnard.......... . Xvi, 
defeasible fee in donee. Woodman v. Madi- 


207 
153 


72 
226 
37 
433 
172 


gan 
base fee to children with executory — 


over. Broomall v. Broomall 
alienable estates ; contingent estates. (N. Y. .) 
Van Ness v. Day 
limitation over on failure of trust; time of 
vesting when failure afterward ascertained. 
Sidebottom v. Sidebottom 
whether children of deceased child took un- 
der special language of will. Kelly v. 
Kelly i, 194 
vented” interest in contingent remainder. 
Dunn v. Sargent 235 
executory bequest. (N. Y.) Burrill v. Board. 
iv, 173 
computation of value of stock given in con- 
tingency. Clark, re xv, 84 
vested and contingent legacy. Kerr v.Bosler, ii, 396 
inoperative devises over. Smiley v. Bailey, 
414 


, 876 
executory devise; release of contingent sakes 
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Devise and legacy—continued. 


P. 
to tenant in possession. D’Wolf v. Gard- 


AGE, 


i, 241 


equitable estate in fee, subject to defeasance. 
Cropton v. Davis 
conditional legacies. 
court put in place of testator in judy ing of 
reasonableness of limitation. len v. 
limitation on marrying again. Pickwell v, 
Spencer 
question whether legacy to executor was con- 
ditional on his taking office. Reeve’s 


limitation during widowhood. Dennis v. Pet- 


conditional bequests; intent as against strict 
reading. Yearnshaw’s appeal 
bequest conditional on renouncing claim to es- 
tate. Treat v. Treat.. 
children ; heirs ; illegitimate ‘children, ete. 
when omitted children take, acing v. 


“dying without issue’ 
der’s Lessee v. rl 
the word “descendants ” 
v. Carrick 
power to devise to ‘‘ relations” 
cluded. Whitney v. Fennor 
family taken to mean children and not to in- 
clude wife. Hutchinson v. Tenant, xviii, 
wife not a “relation” of testator. Esty ~ 


widow not included in next of kin. (N. ¥) 
Luce v. Dunham 


after-born children ; 
Potter v. Brown 

contingency of children being born in the fu- 
ture. Faggart v. Murray is, 

bequest to children of A. or their issue ; sub- 
stitution. Sibley, re 

devise to ‘‘my brothers and sisters” 
dren of sister dead at date of will not enti- 
tled. Guenther’s appeal 

grandchildren. 

whether grandchildren took per stirpes or per 
capita. Raymond v. Hillhouse 

when grandchild included in gift to chil- 
dren. Low v. Harmony 

gift to grandchildren who should attain 
twenty-one; when class ascertained. Gim- 
ball v. Perton 

heirs. 

meaning of *‘heirs” in bequests of person- 
alty. Sweet v. Dutton (with notes)......x, 

heirs construed as meaning next of ‘kin, 
Chester v. Phillips 

heirs construed to mean children. 


question of disinheritance of heir. 
Eberly i 
heirs construed to mean heirs of body. Kiah 


xv, 472 


522 
214 


79 


279 
91 
251 


x, 334 


construing “ heirs” to mean “children.” 
Cushman v. Horton 
presumption in favor of heir. 
Plaine.... 
proceeding by heir to test validity of devise. 
(N. Y.) Marvin v. Marvin iii, 
dying ‘‘ without heirs”; words construed. 
Wallis v. Woodland 
illegitimate children. 
question whether children legitimated abroad 
were included in term “children.” Levy 
v. Solomon (with notes) xvi, 


illegitimate children; taking as persone des- 
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Devise and legacy—continued. 
ignate. Laker v. Horderer (with notes), 


PAGE, 


xiii, 221 


fraud of trustee inducing child to accept 
smaller sum on pretext of his illegitimacy. 
Thompson v. twood 

effect of legitimation by statute. 
gle v. McGee 

application of term ‘‘ children” 
mate children. Hill v. Crook 

including illegitimate children in devise 6 
heirs. Hughes v. Knowlton 

question of right of illegitimate child. Paul 
v. Children .... 

question of right of illegitimate children to 
share in remainder to children. Crook v. 
Paar eee iii, 

paying legacies ; interest. 

mortgage by legates of land afterward sold 
by executor, an equitable assignment. Horst 
re ere . xix, 

when interest commences to run on — 
Wheeler v. Ruthven viii, 

contract by testator for sale of land; ‘ie of 
legacies to be applied to purchase- -money 
paid after his death. Garlick v. Clark...x, 

claim of devisees for interest, Fincke v. 


McGunni- 


question whether legacies were cumulative 
or substitutional, Wilson v. O'Leary. 

various legacies construed. Jacobs v. ‘Baad 
ley 

inadequate price for legacy sold no ground ‘of 
relief. (N. Y.) Parmelee v. Cameron... .i, 

charging legacies on real estate. 

charging realty where personalty insufficient, 
Potter v. Brown 

charging legacy on real estate. 
Cooper 

when legacies, 
Davis’ appeal 

charge of legacies on real estate. 
v. Kalbfleisch 

provision of home and support for daughters, 
how far a charge on real estate given in 
fee to son; effect of becoming sister of 
charity. Donnelly v. Ellelen 

payment from real estate where personalty 
is insufficient. Taylor v. Dodd 

when legacy will be construed as charged on 
land, Wertz’ appeal vii, 

surrogate without jurisdiction to make lega- 
cies charge on real estate. (N. Y.) Bevan v. 


Bevan v. 
chargeable on —_ 


Kalbficisch 


etc., 


when legacies are a charge on residuary real 
estate. Skiller v. Hoisman 
legacies in payment of debts. 
question whether legacy given in satisfaction 
of debt. Allen v. Merwin 
agreement to devise land in payment of ser- 
vices. Neal’s Ex’rs v. Gilmore 


i 
question of discharge of indebtedness of 


child to estate under terms of will. Maul- 
ler v. Adkinson 
when legacy presumed to be in satisfaction of 
debt. Horner’s Ex’r v. McGaughy 
~~ leyacies. 
“— and substituted gifts ; when issue of 
ild dying before testator will take. 
Woolrich, re 
lapse of jor to child dying before testator. 
ernon v. Vernon ix, 
lapsed legacy; children of deceased le 
take directly as purchasers under New 
act. Rodgers v. Rodgers 
question as to dactiin of lapsed legacy. 
Young v. Young 


14 


.iv, 286 
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estates tail ; 





PAGE. 
covenant to give by will to one dying before 
covenantor. Brookman’s trusts. 
lapse of legacies by death of legatees. Daboll 
TW: WOMB ais b das spsnsd ead Was deen diaed i, 419 


residuary estate. 


question of passing of rea] estate under resid- 
uary clause. Evans v. Jones 90 

question whether estate charged with debts 
passes by general devise by trustee, 
Brown’s contract (with notes) xiv 

devise of remainder of estate construed, 
Christie v. Hawley 

specific distinguished from residuary devise. 
Springett v. Jenings ii, 

legal estate in mortgage not covered by resid- 
uary devise. Martin v. Laverton ii, 157 

residuary devisees not bound by family ar- 
rangement of testator as to property sup- 
posed to be in part his and in part = 
other’s. Heald v. Walls 

whether mortgagee’s estate to mo 
lands passed under general devise. ‘ie 
v. Laverton 

division of residuary estate under Rhode 
Island statute. Daboll v. Field 

Shelly's case. 

tenant on bail; common recovery ; question 
of trust. (Eng.) Dawkins v. Penrhyn, xvi, 

estate in tail, female. meena crs v. 


estate tail in Pennsylvania, 
ander 
estate tail by implication. (Eng.) Eastwood 


Linn v. ‘a. 
i, 


Whitford v. Armstrong 
rule of Shelley’s case. Griffith V. Plummer, 
ii, 
effect of abolition of rule in Shelley’s case in 
New York. Moore vy, Littel i 


Discovery, 


connected topics; evidence ; 
witness. 

when order to directors of defendant com- 

pany to produce books and give copies, 


is unwarranted. Boorman vy. Atlantic & P. 
R. R 


contempt ; 


petition to set aside bond and mortgage as 
forgeries ; order for inspection. Cornell v. 
Woolsey i 


costs of inspection of documents; aglish 
practice. Peru v. Weguelin vi, 211 
compelling production of books and papers 
before trial. (N. Y.) Hansmann vy, Stirling. 
105 
order for discove Platt v. Platt 494 
inspection by or er of court of confidential 
medical report to defendant insurance com- 
pany. Mahony v. Nat. W. Ass. Fund, iii, 483 
when granted ; order appealable. Thompson 
v. Eri ii, 393 
discontinuance ; costs. Remick v. Sanborn, ii, 118 


Disseizin ; see adverse possession. 
Distress ; see cattle ; 
Distribution of estate ; 

istrators 
District Attorney ; see office and officers. 
District of Columbia, 


landlord and tenant. 
see executors and admin- 
; devise and legacy ; descent. 


ratification by congress of district assessments 
for betterments. Mallingly v. District mg 
Columbia 

pendency of prior suits in state court aie a 
bar in District of Columbia. Stanton v. 
Embry (in full)..... 





112 


CASE-INDEX. 





District of Columbia—continued. 
responsibility for neglect of public streets. 
rnes v. District of Columbia 
subpeenas from District of Columbia supreme 
court served elsewhere ; the Dana case. 
writ of error to supreme court of District of 
Columbia. 
Divorce, 
connected topics : ee! 
child ; domicile ; adultery 
polygamy ; death. 
tn general ; some special cases. 
contract of wife not to oppose divorce, void. 
Kilborn v. Field 
granting divorce to wife, against whom hus- 
band has obtained. divorce. Stilphen v. 
Houdlette 
action not maintainable by divorced wife 
inst husband for assault before divorce. 
bott v. Abbott (with notes), xvii,259 ; 
fin full) ib. 
action for assault by husband during covert- 
ure not maintainable after divorce. Phillips 
v Barnet (with notes) 
effect of divorce of bankrupt as to real estate 
owned jointly with wife. Benson, re. .xvi, 
status of wife prevailing in divorce suit be- 
fore final judgment. (Eng.) Norman v. 
Villars (remarked on) 
condition in devise for separation of husband 
and wife void. Conrad v. 
jurisdiction ; conflict of laws. 
refusal to take jurisdiction of married infaut’s 
bill to onsal marriage, when parents and 
husband lived elsewhere. Blumenthal v. 
Tannenholz 
divorce granted elsewhere against citizen of 
this state living therein. People v. Baker, 
xix, 
marriage of English woman abroad to French 
subject ; jurisdiction of English courts in 
divorce. Niboyet v. Niboyet 
invalidity of Utah divorce. Hood v. 
(with notes) 
State v. Ormington 
divorce obtained in America between English 
subjects not domiciled there, invalid - 
England. Shaw v. Att’y-Gen. (in full). 
Indiana divorce of non-residents invalid here. 
Kerr v. K 
effect of divorce obtained in Indiana without 
proper notice. Hoffman v. Hoffman.... i, 
question of validity of law of another state 
under which divorce has been obtained, not 
open. Hunt v. Hunt 
effect of foreign divorce. Holmes v. oe 
iv, 316; 
effect of prohibition to marry again et 
to limits of state 
remarriage of guilty party in another state ; 
question of law governing. Commonwealth 
v. Lane (with notes) xiv, 
special authorizations of divorce by statute, 
invalid. Simonds v. Simonds ..v, 369; iv, 
divorce for desertion. 
what amounts to desertion of husband in New 
Jersey. Kestler v. Kestler (with notes), xx, 
definition of desertion and cruelty ; custody of 
children. Latham v. Latham xx, 
— of desertion. Kennedy v. Ken- 


arent and 
igamy and 


ight of husband to fix place of residence, 
unt v. Hunt 
what amounts to desertion by wife 
proof of desertion. Magrath v. Magrath. Y, 
iv, 


Keeler v. Keeler..... i, 


PAGE. 
xiii, 214 
-xi, 278 
Railroad Co. v. Church x, 312 


142 


283 


vi, 334 


143 
218 


823 
158 
, 456 

17 
; 889 
370 
220 
257 


Divorce—continued. 
impotency. 





PAGE. 


what evidence justifies finding of impotency. 
Merrill v. Merrill xix, 
impotency as a cause between elderly couples. 
Fulmer v. Fulmer (with notes) 
deed of separation not a bar to divorce for 
original impotency. J. G. v. H.G@ 
petition for decree of nullity after death of 
one party. Pingree v. Goodrich 
decree of nullity for incapacity. G. v. G....v, 
8. v. . —_ 
H, v. 


cruelty. 


divorce a mensa, etc. on ground of wife 
turned out of doors. (Penn’a.) Sower’s ap- 
peal (remarked on) xx, 
cohabitation after extreme and repeated 
cruelty, not a bar to divorce suit. Phillips 
v. Phillips (with notes) xix, 
divorce for want of chastity before marriage, 
when to be granted. Carris v. Carris (with 
notes) ix, 
question whether wife guilty of adultery can 
in any case obtain decree of separation for 
cruelty. Grossi v. Grossi 
adultery of wife no defense to ground of 
cruelty. Terhune v. Terhune 
legal cruelty. Kelly v. Kelly 
Goodrich v. Goodrich 
Plowden v. Plowden 
what amounts to cruelty. May v. May... .ii, 


adultery. 


going to house of ill-fame as proof of adultery. 
Latham v. Latham (with notes). ....xviii, 

divorce for adultery in North Carolina. Tew 
v. Tew (remarked on) 

setting up adultery in defense ; allegation - 
time and place, Tein v. Tein (in full) . 

adultery of plaintiff, how far a defense. 
Buerfening v. Buerfening i 

pressing need of money distinguished from. 
Miller v. Coates 

divorce suit for adultery where defendant i is 
insane. Mordaunt case 

proof of adultery by confession, Lyon v. 

OMe . 0t0sed. desietcegweseh.cpesed aed vi, 
incestuous adultery; delay. Newman v, 


practice and evidence in divorce suits. 


bites 4 
, 415 
Hunt v. 


petition in behalf of lunatic; notice. 
v. Thayer 
divorce without personal service, 


admitting judgment of divorce in collateral 
action to show status of witness. Woltrick 
v. Friedman 

pleading and rules of evidence, Latham ¥. 


appeal; stipulation for judgment absolute ; 
ew York practice. Conger v. Conger, xix, 517 
proof of cohabitation. Schrow v. Schrow, iv, 220 
writ of supplicavit. Adams v. Adams... iii, 192 
supplemental bills. Steele v. Steele i, 163 
order to compel unsuccessful plaintiff to pay 
costs and fees. (N. Y.) Moneuse v. 
iii, 49 

New York practice as to inserting counsel 

fees in final decree. Green v. Green... .iii, 

effect of conditional divorce, Moors v. Moors, 

xv, 

x= | decree obtained by fraud. Holmes 

v. 

decree nisi with costs; 


xii, 

English practice, 
Ravenscroft v. Ravenscroft vi, 
ancillary decrees after decree of divorce. 


Stilphen v. Stilphen...................¥. 384 








CASE-IN DEX. 


113 





Divorce— continued. 


PAGE. 
setting aside divorce judgment on motion 
where fraudulently obtained. Denton v. 
iii, 301 
alimony. 
alimony pendente lite ; not allowed in suit to 
set aside divorce. Wilson v. Wilson...xix, 263 


decree of alimony payable from husband to 
Lawton, 


real estate not a charge thereon, 
pet’ 397 
husband not released from payment of ali- 
mony by discharge in bankruptcy. Lack- 
meyer v. Lackmeyer xviii, 242 
refusal to review decree of alimony. Ken- 
nedy v. Kennedy 
power of yest courts in Wisconsin ; ali- 
mony. Bacon v. Bacon ii, 193 
discretion of court below as to alimony; proof 
of marriage necessary. Collins v. Collins, 
xvii, 36 
extra cost in divorce suit for necessaries to 
wife; common-law right to sue, still in 
force. Ottaway v. Hamilton ix, 36 
decree for alimony subject to claims of hus- 
band’s creditors. Powell v. Warren. xvi, 15 
allowances to wife for cost of litigation. — 
v. Coad , 446 
what orders reviewable. (N. Y.) Brinkley 4 
Brinkley x, 333 
alimony on divorce granted to husband ; fix- 
ing amount of alimony. Graves v. Graves, 
ix, 14 
alimony pending suit; basing amount on in- 
come of husband. Powell v. Powell. viii, 315 
alimony for life secured; giving remainder of 
estate to children. Lock wood v. Krum, 
xviii, 35 
temporary alimony; proof of marriage as a 
preliminary requisite; the pleadings, etc. 
Brinkley v. Brinkley 
ordering temporary alimony. Williams v. 
Williams 
order requiring husband to pay sum for spe- 
cific purpose in suit. Schlemer v. Schle- 


allowance for support in lieu of dower. (N 

Y.) Crain v. Cravand vi, 
allowances to wife successfully defending 

divorce action. Griffin v. Griffin am. Va 
appeal from order for alimony; reference, 

(N. Y.) Gerlinger v. Gerlinger , 174 
orders fixing alimony. (N. Y.) Galinger oy 

Galinger iv, 
relief from payment of alimony under decree 

of divorce by default. (N. Y.) Lamport v, 

Lamport q 
alimony after foreign divorce. Cox v. Cox, iv, 175 
English practice in case of failure to answer 

petition. Constable v. Constable 
arrears of alimony. (N. Y.) Hoffman v. Hoff- 

, 276 

priority between wife obtaining decree charg- 

ing husband’s estate and his execution cre 

itors. Spencer v. Spencer............. a 239 


Dogs; see animals. 
Domicile ; see also, divorce ; marriage ; taxation ; 


will ; poor. 

defined ‘and discussed. Hardman’s appeal 

(with notes) 419 
settlement of pauper divorced wife. 

Overseers v. 8 xviii, 116 
domicile of absent husband not changed by 

acts of wife. Porterfield v. Augusta, xvii, 452 
change of domicile ; intent. repeeien 8 Ap- 

peal xvii, 289 
determining domicile. Platt vy. Attorney- 

NE St ake cs dus a dainmata a dinar -+.Xvii, 270 
loss of domicile. Peters v. Coby 
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Domicile—continued. 





PAGE. 

infant’s domicile. Metcalf v. Lomax....xv, 107 

domicile, acquiring foreign ; doctrine dis. 
cussed. Dupuy v. Wartz ix, 176 

discussion of rules governing domicile in will 
case. Dupuy v. Seymour 

intention to change domicile. 
Douglas 

when English domicile is acquired by fm. 
man refusing naturalization. Brunel - 
Brunel 

widow's settlement that of children. 
nell v. Pittsburg guardians 
Aitchison v, Dickson 

revival of native domicile on abandonment of 
acquired one. New Haven N. Bank v. Bal- 
com 

woman with settlement marrying man with- 
out. Goshen v. Canaan 


Dower, 


connected topics: marriage ; widow. 
widow not allowed benefit of improvements 
made by alienee. Price v. Hobbs (with 
DO, 0:06; oscxaedebetatdanmanens biel xviii, 142 
right of doweress to insurance money, Hud- 
nall v. Buckle (with notes) , 114 
title and obligations of widow occu ying 
dower lands in common with heirs, 
Knowles v. Barnhardt xvii, 154 
action for dower governed by statute of limi- 
tations. Proctor v. Bigelow (with notes), 
xvii, 278; (in full), Id., 287 
estoppel of widow acquiescing in statement 
of auctioneer that property was clear of 
dower. Hart v. Giles iii, 99 
dower in property sold by husband’s assignee 
in insolvency. Ketchum v. Shaw i 
in land conveyed to husband, where deed was 
lost before record and second deed made y? 
son, Sutton v. Jervis 
in land which husband had agreed to =" 
Myers v. DeMier viii, 378 
reconveyance of land in satisfaction of notes 
ee for price; dower does not attach, 
ugunin v. Cochrane 
none in partnership estate. Willard v. 
492 


House v. Jack- 


in premises fraudulently conveyed by hus- 
band and wife, where conveyance has been 
set aside. Maloney v. Horan i 
revival of dower on avoidance of conveyance. 
Walker v. Walker 235 
right to crops growing on dower lands. 
2 ES er eer viii, 219 
in case of mortgage. 
dower not barred by foreclosure of husband’s 
mortgage, though wife joined and not ap- 
pearing. Parmenter v. Binkley , 898 
right of wife joining in husband's mortgage 
to surplus proceeds of foreclosure sale after 
his death, (Eng.) Dawson v. Whitehaven 
Bank xv, 457 
in land subject to purchase-money mortgage. 
Culver v. Harper 
Brackett v. Baum vii, 187 
contributing to payment of mortgage in pro- 
portion to dower interest. Graham vy. Len- 
den i, 381 
doweress not entitled to redeem mortgage in 
which she did not join. Huston v,. Seeley, 
ff 275 
necessity of notice to wife in foreclosure to 
bar dower. (N. Y.) Northrup v. Wheeler, 
v, 352 
roceeds of foreclosure 


dower in surplus 
mendorf v. Dufion, iv, 317 


against husband. 
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Dower—continued. 
in surplus of proceeds of foreclosure. 
merce Bank v. Owens 


Com. 


PAGE, 


i, 175 


effect of foreclosure. Kiefer v. Winkens, ii, 474 


as against mortgage liens. Helfrich v. 
Weaver 


in mortgaged property. Bank of Commerce 


i 
dower right not applicable to share of surplus 
on sale of land mortgaged at time of acqui- 
ee by husband, Newhall v. Lynn S 

k 


when barred. 
secret conveyance just before marriage cut- 
ting off inchoate right of dower, peeve v. 
Youngs 
not barred by sale by assignee of bankrupt 
husband, Lazear v, Porter . =e, 
— barred by adultery. Schiffer v. Pru- 


Elder v. Reel 
not barred by adultery condoned. Pitts v. 


ee ae with husband in conveyance. (N. 


Elmendorf v. Lockwood. , 
how orfelted. (N. Y.) Pitts v. Pitts. ‘ 
uest in lieu of ; widow's election. 
es in lieu of dower abatement when as- 
sets insufficient. Potter v. Brown... .xii, 
revocation of election to take dower instead 
of legacy. Macknet v. Macknet (with notes), 
xviii, 
right of election personal to widow and not 
available to her representatives. Crozier’s 
appeal (with notes) 
charge of legacy in lieu of dower on real r4 
tate. Babcock v. Babcock 
annuity given in lieu of dower. 


+ | 
° viii, 


wife not bound by signing and sidan on 
husband's will acceptance of its provisions 
in lieu of dower. Kreiser’s appeal... .vii, 
suit to set aside election to accept will in lieu 
of dower. (N. Y.) Chamberlain v. Cham- 
berlain 
election for lunatic widow; her committee 
must have order of court. Kennedy v. 
Johnson 
miscellaneous. 
—_ to trial by ae! in action for dower. 
(N. Y.) Kinne v. Kinne. -ix, 
verbal agreement to pay husband’s debt in 
consideration of wife’s release of dower ; 
statute of frauds. Brown v. Brown....vi, 

release of right of dower, real or supposed, 
= coneitendien for money to be paid to 

eruse. Sykes v. Chadwick 

release of dower right by wife, not a consider- 
ation for discharge of judgment against 
husband, a given for that purpose. 
Baker v. Alge 

effect of act ambien valid previously invalid 
conveyances of dower. Randall v. Krie- 


wllow not mae to wait pending partition 
P Smith v. Smith 
not divested ‘by bankruptcy ae 
—- wife illegally divorced ; estoppel. 
1 v. Eld ii, 
nature of right. Hudson v. Seeley 
exemption of dower land from taxation in 
New York. Harrison v. Peck.. 
Drafts ; see negotiable instruments ; 
Drains ; see real property ; easements ; munici- 
pal corporations . 
Drover’s pass; see railroads. 


Drunkenness, 
drunken master liable on note to bona fide 
holder. State Bank v. McCoy (with notes), 

vii, 

voluntary drunkenness no excuse for mur- 
der. Shannahan v. Commonwealth (with 


PAGE, 


vii, 298 


contract of drunken man voidable only. 
Mathews v. Baxter (remarked on) 

intoxication ; insanity resulting from intoxi- 
cation, Schleaker v. Nebraska.... 

setting aside contracts made under influence 
of liquor. O’Conner v. Rempt ii 

Scates v. Kin 

note, how far void for drunkenness of maker. 
State Bank v. McCoy 

staying proceedings against property of habit- 
ual drunkard. Parker, matter of .vi 

drunkenness as a defense. Reinskopf v. 


Hayes v. Huffstater 
People v. Lewis. . 
burden of proof as "to capacity, 
Klops 
Due-bills; see negotiable instruments. 


Klops v. 


5 | Duo process of law; see constitutional law, 


2 


83 
15 





Duress, 

payment of money to rebel officer in accord- 
ance with confederate law, not duress. 
Radich v. Hutchins i 

sale of iron works to rebel authorities under 
threat of impressment, not duress, United 
States v. Huckabee i 


Boyd . 
defense of duress in obtaining note. 
soll v. Roe 
mere threat of procuring imprisonment not 
sufficient to avoid contract. Vosburgh v v. 
Brewster 
note obtained by threat of unlawful arrest, 
valid. Knapp v. Hyde....... ....+.00- v, 
Dying declarations ; see homicide. 
Easements, 
see also, light and air; party-wali ; sup- 
port; way; fishery ; other connected 
topics: real property ; water and water- 
courses ; vendor and purchaser ; adverse 
possession ; eminent domain, etc. 
easement to maintain sign on adjoining house; 
prescription. Moody v. Steggles (in full), 
xx, 272, 
easements implied on sale of part of tenement 
as then enjoyed. Wheeldon v. Burrows 
(in full) 
mutual rights of grantees taking portions of 
land subject to common easement, Roberts 


what easements pass by implication on sev- 
erance of estate. Prov. Tool Co. v. Corliss 


creation of easement by severance of tene- 


vii, 246 
. xx, 215 


18 


iv, 207 


» 126 


95 


ments sold. Butterworth v. Crawford, iv, 838 


implication of right of drainage through 
queers adjoining land, Dolliffv. B. & M. 


grantee not at liberty to alter aqueduct once 
constructed. Onthank v. Lake Sh. R. R 
(in full) . 
grant of right to lay water-pipe ; acts of par- 
ties taken into consideration to interpret. 
Onthank v. L. Sh., etc., 
measure of damages ‘for obstruction of — 
drain, Bare v. Hoffman (with notes). . 
right to use of eaves projecting over = Era 3 
d, Meek v. Breckenridge (wit 1 
xvi, 


, 857 


. xvi, 889 
, 403 
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Basements—continued. 
right to let water drop from eaves in _— 
bor’s land. Harvey v. Walters vii, 
easement acquired by conveyance of lot 
bounded on private street ; non-user, Wig- 
gins v. McCleary vii, 
extinguishment of servitude ; disuse ; parol 
agreement. Erb 
conveyance of ; secret ‘defeasance. Knight v. 
ii, 
loss by non-user. Pratt v. Sweetzer... .xviii, 
passing of right to place lights in wall as ap- 
purtenant. Janes v. Jenkins (in full). ..iv, 
Ecclesiastical law ; see churches. 
Education; see schools, 
Bight-hour law; see United States. 
Bjectment, 
connected topics: real property ; landlord 
and tenant ; adverse possession, trespass; 
crops. 
ejectment not maintainable by plaintiff in 
possession. Buchanan v. Streper....xviii, 
evidence of title; possession. Burt v. Papn- 


Pe oer not a bar to proving non-possession 

on issue of mesne profits. Miller v. Henry, 
Xvi, 

joinder of causes of action and parties. 
bell v. Lerch 

judgment in nee: when evidence of 
title. (N. Y.) Cagger v. Lansing. .. . xiii, 

writ of possession under New York act ; exe- 
cution after return day. Witbeck v. Van 
Rensselaer 

compensatory damages only recoverable in ab- 
sence of malice. Du Laurans v. St. Paul, 


declarations of plaintiff as to boundary. 
Murphy v. Greggs 

separate actions on contract for sale of two 
tracts. Koddy v. Harah 

action brought pending action for specific per- 
formance. Findlay v. Kein ii, 

possession of premises under corporation 
lease; ejectment. (N. Y.) Sands v. ughes, 

vii, 

equitable title not available against legal title 
in ejectment. Brolaskey v. McClain ... .ii, 

service of writ of possession ; judgment 
against persons not parties. (Cal.) Ford v. 
Doyle . i 

when demand necessary to maintain, 
berlain v. Donahue 

new trials in cases of ejectment ; 
cases revised statutes apply. 
Shumway v. Shumway 

ejectment by one of the heirs of owner of 
rent-charge with condition of re-entry. 
(N. Y.) Cruger v. McLaury 

possession sufficient to maintain against 
wrong-doer. Bates v. Campbell ii, 

equitable defense ; title taken by plaintiff in 
trust for defendant. Hermans v. Lucy, viii, 

landlord bound by judgment against tenant ; 
after-acquired tit e. Valentine v. Maloney, i, 

Elections, 


connected topics: constitutional law ; office 


and —_ 
question between state and national authori- 
ties as to proceedings of state canvassers in 


South Carolina, Hayne, ex parte xiv, 
constitutionality of federal election law of 


1870. United States v. Quinn (in full), .ii, 378 


validity of lowa registration law. Edmonds 
v. Banbury 

Minnesota act requiring indorsement of” 
lots by election officers, held unconstitu- 


tional ae viii, 


PAGE, 


833 


107 
105 


873 
477 


269 


138 
318 
859 


448 


i, 341 


Blections—continued. 





PAGE 
certificate of board of canvassers sufficiently 
establishes election of new treasurer, as 
against right of old treasurer to hold funds. 
Supervisors v. O’Mally (with notes) .. xix, 142 
certificate of election as evidence of title on 
mandamus, State v. Sherwood iv, 1 
office of federal supervisor of elections incon- 
sistent with holding of city office. Daven- 
port v. New York 
Canada election declared invalid by reason of 
influence exerted by Catholic priests. Trem- 
blay v. Langevin (remarked on) xv, 198 
invalid for want of notice to county electors. 
State v. McKinney 
vacancy in office ; appointment by governor; 
Pennsylvania act. Walsh v. Common- 
wealth (remarked on) xix, 386 
offer of candidate to perform duties for less 
oan official salary. State v. Collier (in 
xix, 514 
rect votes obtained by public offer of 
candidate to perform duties of office for less 
than salary. State v. Purdy (remarked on), 
xi, 215 
agreement by candidate to share emoluments 
of office. Martin v. 
offense under English ballot act; comm uni- 
cating information. Stananought v. Hazel- 
xx, 
borough vote ; residence, etc.; English stat- 
utes. Ford vy. Pye 
Ford v. Hart 
Durant v. Carter 
indictment for forging election returns; plea 
of autrefois acquit, Commonwealth v. 
Trimmer 
declaration of result by common council] nec- 
essary under special charter. People v. 
North . xvii, 433 
malice necessary to liability of election inspect- 
ors refusing vote. Goetscheus v. Mat- 
thewson 
illegal contract of county committee with can- 
vasser; New York act. Siger v. Daniels, 
viii, 45 
Minnesota act for numbering votes and in- 
dorsing number on back of ticket, held in- 
valid. Brisbin v. Cleary (in full) 
charter elections in New York ; 
Petkin v. McNair 
election oath ; perjury by voter. (N. Y.) ve 
TP soci n ct penpecsicstachahwnnte iv, 
votes cast at legal election presumed to be 
all the legal votes. Melvin v. Lisenby, xvi, 34 
ballots as evidence. Hudson v. Solomon (in 
xvi, 349 
indictment of convicted felon for voting. (N. 
Y.) Hamilton v. People ii, 392 
information for illegal voting; question of 
change of residence, Maddox v. State. .ii, 420 
indictment of deserter for illegal voting. Btate 
v. Symonds , 374 
when inmate of county infirmary is salted 
to vote in Ohio, Sturgeon v. Korte...xix, 281 
right to vote of residents on lands ceded to 
Jnited States for asylum. Sinks v. a * 


186 


250 


175 
wr kr by conviction of burglary 
(N. Y.) People v. Park i, 479 
counting ballots for L. Clark as for Leonard 
Clark, Clark v, Board of Examiners — 
notes) 
women’s right of suffrage. Minor v, Hier 
Batt... ..00. eee cecerececesesecens xl 
quo warranto. 
evidence in guo warranto for office, People 
v. Norton,....... Mrienemendnadeae’ xix, 281 
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Blections—continued, PAGE. 
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Bminent domain—continued. PAGH, 








Bmblements ; see 
Bminent 


discretion of attorney-general in bringing. 
People v, Fairchild 

mode of contesting ‘ihe’ to municipal otfice, 
Demarest v. Wickham xiii, 62 

quo warranto under N, Y, code ; costs. 

Pi Un dccccssece. ccaccnes ecbeteean viii, 
see also, State v. Beal... ...6 ce cece ceees 

tors, ‘ 

connected + warehouses ; bailment ; 

carriers, 
Illinois act Neer charges for use of grain 
elevators unn v. People (in full “1 
remarked on).... .....665 xv, 178, 180, ix, 
wheat burned in elevator; liability. tae 
v. Kentner cx, 38 
contract with railroad for handling of 

acts of congress of 1866. Railr. Co. v. 

Richmond 351 
breach of contract for storing grain in eleva- 

tor. Nelson v. 0. P. El. Co x, 153 
measure of damages for refusing to elevate 

and store grain. Nelson v. Plimpton El. 

Co iii, 29 
unprotected elevator ; 

utz (with notes) 19 

transfer of grain in elevator ; what amounts 

to delivery. Warren v. Milliken ii, 193 
delivery of corn in elevator. Russell v. Car. 

i 436 


connected topics: larceny ; conversion ; office 
and officers ; United States. 
conversion of savings-bank book ; 
embezzlement distinguished. 
wealth v. Doherty 
what constitutes. Johnson v. State. . 
larceny distinguished. People v. Belden i, i 
requisites of indictment. State v. Myers, xviii, 
right to civil action against embezzler ; effect 
of bankruptcy. Ball, ex parte (with 
notes) xix, 327 
gamekeeper converting owner’s rabbits. 
Queen v. Read (with notes). ......... xvii, 279 
date of offense where arrangements for fraud 
were pending for some time. State v. 
Cushing xiii, 371 
conversion by manager of company of pro- 
ceeds of checks. Queen v. Gale 
money embezzled by agent’s clerk. Mass. 
Mutual Ins. Co. v. Carpenter 
who is a servant ; election where several acts 
are charged. Gravatt v. State xiii, 
who is an employer under Ohio act; electing 
as to sums collected at different times ; 
lace of offense. Campbell v. State....xx, 
ool treasurer indictable for embezzlement 
under Pennsylvania act, Commonwealth 
v. Morrisey ii, 277 
letter directed to person in defendant’s care 
who had died; keeping draft inclosed not 
embezzlement. United States v. Thoma, xix, 482 
conversion of materials given mechanic to 
manufacture, not embezzlement iv, 106 
embezzlement of money advanced to owner of 
canal boat; New York act. Larkins v. Peo- 
ple 124 
conversion of savings-bank book ; larceny Pa | 
embezzlement distinguished. Comm. v. 
Doherty 77 
= - case of embezzlement. Queen v. 


Benen v. Treadgold 


larceny and 
Common- 


; see also, railroads; highwa 8; 
— corporations ; canals ; constitu. 


tional 
what is a public use authorizing condemna- 


tion. Ryerson v. Brown..............xV, 164 





power of eminent domain in federal govern- 
ment. Kohl v, United States........xill, 246 
"he Pg wrongfully erected a part of free- 
old, and to be reckoned in assessing dam. 
es for taking land. United States v, 
ract of land (with notes). om, 
delegation of right of eminent domain by 
state to United States. Burt v. Merch, Ins. 
Co, (with notes) 
the state not authorized to condemn private 
lands for federal purposes. Trombley Vv. 
Humphrey (remarked on) 
People v. Humphrey 
power of legislature to vacate proceedings 
for condemnation of property. Garrison 
v. New York xi, 
pone to take land not transferable, 
v. Spring V. Water-works 
using land taken for public use for different 
use; power of legislation. Malone vy. Toledo 
(with RE. sw avaccnensncesesereeas xvi, 
invalidity of Pennsylvania act giving right of 
way under rivers for private mining inter- 
ests. Waddel’s appeal 
power to levy tax for public improvement not 
to be conferred on private corporation. Har- 
ward v. St. Clair Drainago Co 
authorizing public park; where act operates 
to divest lien of bonds. Brooklyn P, Com- 
missioners v. Armstrong ii 
invalidity of act releasing city park from liens. 
Brooklyn P. Commis’rs y. Armstrong .. iii, 
appropriation to another public use under city 
charter. Buffalo, re 
act transferring fee of abandoned street con- 
trary to condition of dedication. Helm v. 
Webster xvi, 
interruption to use of property may be 
equivalent to taking; land on navigable 
stream. Pumpelly v. Green Bay Co....vi, 
grant to mining company of right of way for 
ditches over lands of others. Hand M. Co, 


land taken to construct boom; ¢lements of 
value in computing damages. Miss, Boom 
Co. v. P i 
rights of tax-sale purchaser on subsequent 
taking of the land for Bg ary purposes. 
Cochen vy, Council Bluffs 8S. Dist. .. . xix, 
appropriation of soil for repair of canal. (N.Y) 
re fo US | rere xvii, 
owner once assenting to taking by public can- 
not afterward claim. Haskell v. N 
Bedford 
taking land for privato road, Osborn v. Hart, 
ili, 
taking for streets. 
taking land for public avenue ; when appro- 
priation is complete, Rider v, Stryker, xii, 
damages for as a personal claim, 
not running with land, Tenbrooke h 


closing streets under act of legislature, 
Y.) Fearing v. Irwin 
taking land for streets; New York act; re- 
taining og as chattels, BSehuchardt 
v. New Y ix, 
rights of owner in land appropriated for 
street until actual opening, Gillilan v, 
Spratt. . oo 0 eeeee 
compensation to owner. 
implied contract of government to reimburse 
owner of land taken. United States v, Rus- 


Cee ee eee ee ’ 


compensation must be in money. State v. 
Sewer Comm’rs xvii, 171 
amere bond not “ just compensation,” Vilhac 
v. Stockton, etc., R. R. (with notes). .xviii, 288 
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Bminent domain—continued., PAGE, 
payment to owner @ condition wn 

Svans v, Missouri... . Ov 
compensation essential to “validity of ry 

Sherman v, Milw., ete, R. R......... xiv, 446 


loss of claim to compensation by failure to 
Senin in legal manner, Dunlap v, Pol- 


, 487 
asspinnce of compensation a bar to mie 
up irregularity of proceedings. Brooklyn 
P, Comm'rs v. Armstrong iii, 887 
proceedings ; miscellaneous, 
attempt to condemn several sites at once un- 
der federal acts, Darlington v. United 
States (with notes) xv, 38 
condemnation without notice under Iowa act. 
Cochen vy, Council B, Sch. Di 
title to land taken by state remains in owner 
until record of appraisal; counter-claim. 
Ballou v. Ballou. 
removal of proceedings against non-resident 
into federal court. Miss. Boom Co. v. Pat- 


requisites of petition to acquire land for drain- 
age. (N. Y.) Marsh v. Appleton... .xvii, 

election to pursue or abandor proceedings ; 
N. J. statute ; power to seelaen not in- 
cluded. State v. Halstead. .... .... xvii, 

New York drainage act; rights of commis- 
sioners and owners ; proceedings, People 
v. Haines ii 

what amounts to condemnation; vote of 
park commissioners. Washington Park 
Comm’rs, matter of 

Enticing away ; see seduction. 
Equitable conversion, 
connected topics: trusts; executors and ad- 
ministrators ; devise and legacy, ete. 

doctrine of equitable conversion of real woe 
Page’s estate 

equitable conversion of Jand in hands of = 
ecutor under absolute direction to sell. 
reer vii, 

revocation of devise by conversion of property 
into personalty, Pleasant’s appeal... . xiii, 

conversion of real into personal under will. 
Thomas’ petition ~~ 

absolute trust for conversion of land ; rights 
of heir in interest not disposed of. — 
ney-General v. Lomas 

doctrine of equitable conversion of inulin 
Fox’s will vii, 156, 157; vi, 
Given v. i, 

conversion of real estate by direction to exec- 

- utor to sell and distribute. Freer v. Has- 


vi 
equitable conversion; purchase of lands in 
trust to sell for benefit of another. Sey- 
MOORE ¥.. TIO, cosscccseccsoese seeeeedes J 
Bauity, na 
see also, mistake ; injunction ; real prop- 
erty ; reformation and cancellation of in- 
struments ; interpleader ; action ; trusts ; 
charities, ete. 
lapse of time and laches as a bar to relief in 
uity, Godden v. Kimmell.. -xix, 879 
subject-matter of complaint the test whether 
Spier is one at Jaw or — Graves v. 


Hquity—continued. PAGE, 
review of questions of fact in equity oon 
jurisdiction of court of es N.Y.) Ver. 
milyea v, Palmer. . vill, 7 
multifariousnessof bill, Arnold v, ; Arnold, iit, 
receiving agreomon of record as ereee in 
equity suit. Burke v, Smith, 
practice as to setting aside verdicts in sity 
suit. (N, Y.) Colie v. Tifft..... soeceeeW 
Brasures ; see alteration of instruments. 
Error; seo appeal; exceptions; criminal law; 
judges and courts, ete. 
Escape, 
connected topics : arrest and imprisonment ; 
sheriffs and constables, ete. 
what constitutes an escape. 
Leeds 
evidence of escape ; commitment musi be pro- 
duced, Morris v. People............. xix, 
escaped criminal cannot maintain writ of 
error. Smith v. United States 
retaking escaped convict ; new award of exe- 
cution, Haggerty v. People (in full), = = 
1 


28 
7 


eeeeie 


Hopkinson v. 


78 
499 
5 


Murrell v. State, 
vii, 
release of prisoner by sheriff under void 
order. Bullymore v. Cooper 
escape; time of absence does not abridge 
term of imprisonment; successive sentences. 
Dolan’s case 
Escheat ; see aliens. 
Escrow ; see deeds, 
Estoppel ; see also, declarations and admissions ; 
arbitration; deeds; judgment, license ; 
notes and bills, 
equitable estoppel as applied to real property. 
Brant v. Virg. Coal Co. (in full). . xv, 44 
mere silence not estoppel. Mecouch v. Lough- 
ery 512 
by neglect to assert own title, Vilas v. Mason,i, 257 
by statements as to title and existing incum- 
brances. Bissel v. Reiss iii, 302 
by suffering another to purchase without dis- 
closing claim. Favil v. Roberts 
by not asserting lien to property sold. Gra- 
ham v. Fitzgerald. iv, 299 
goods attached as belonging to another; 
estoppel of true owner by previous state- 
ments as to ownership. orn v. Code, vii, 
to claim goods as security previously claimed 
as absolutely owned. Willis v. Carpenter, 


escape as evidence of guilt. 


353 


Collins v, Case 
Gove v, White 
Henshaw v. Bissell... 
estoppel by judgment, Providence v. Adams, 
xii, 818 
estoppel to deny occupation of premises b 
acts and declarations when process is serv: 
Finnegan v. Carraher i, 186 
how far recitals in instrument act as estoppel. 
Reed v. McCourt 
a by representation of agent. Waviey 
ohnson 
not to be proved by parol evidence of agree- 
ment merged in written contract, White v. 
Ashton viii, 


what amounts to. 


08 | Eviction ; see covenants ; landlord and tenant ; 


bill ‘of peace ; when it lies, Bailey v. Briggs, 


sdiatiine'| elt podria ‘before "invoking 

equity. Allyn vy. Thurston..... ix, 
when equitable action maintainable for mone 
due under contract, Sullivan v. Portland, % 
ecerecceseeresemV 


40 


eeeoee 


15 


real property. 
Bvidence ; see also, parol contracts and evidence; 
declarations and admissions ; witness; trial: 
criminal law,and special topics; as to Judicial 
notice, seo judges and courts. 
in general, 
learsay; rules discussed. Wilson v. O'Day, ix, 160 





veering eo ree in aid of chain of title. 
v 
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Evidence—continued. PAGE. 
evidence of pecuniary condition on issue as 
to making of loan. Nicholson v. Waful, xvi, 
presumption that acts were done under that 
authority which would make them lawful. 
Elias v. Quarries Co 
describing condition of clothes not produced. 
Common wealth v, Pope iv 
handoriting. 
use of signature written at the trial. 
v. Lindo 
proving signature; what witness “may be 
asked. i 


Hardin v. Stevenson 
comparison of signatures. 


Spence 


Moore v. United 
i, ebitagad cht inecohoyensaaete xiii, 
how much a man may improve handwriting 
in a short time not a subject for expert 
testimony. McKeone v. Barnes 
comparison of writings; expert testimony . 
Goodyear v. Vosburgh 
expert’s evidence as to handwriting. Breage 
v. Colwell 
photographs. 
photograph of location of house admitted in 
action for damages from change of grade of 
street. Church v. Milwaukee (wit notes), 
ix, 
photograph of wounds admitted in action for 
assault and battery. Redden v. Gates.. 
use of photographs in evidence. Locke v, *8. 
C., ete., R. R 
Washington Ins. Co. v. Schaible 
photographic copies of manuscript. 
will 
expert testimony. 
right of medical experts to compensation for 
testifying. Buchman v. State (in full), xvii, 
asking probable result and extent of injury. 
Briant v. Tremmer 
expert testimony as to matters of common 
observation. Milwaukee R. R. v. Kellogg, 
XV, 
inadmissible on question of common know!- 
edge. Shafter v. Evans 
opinions based on testimony of parties. Sey- 
mour vy. Fellows 
what knowledge qualifies witness to testify 
as to value of real estate. Smith v. Hol- 
brook 
opinion as to value of farm. Furguson v. 
Stafford iv, 
hypothetical questions. Hartnett v.Garvey,xiv, 
Filer v. N.Y. C. R. R., vi, ¢ 
opinion as to value of services. Mercer v. 


opinions as to value of services in procuring 
credit. Perrine v. Hotchkiss iii, 

testimony to value of credit and brokerage. 
Perrine v. Hotchkiss iii, 

proof of instruments ; copies, ete. 

microscopic examination of documents. ae 
v. Matthews 

proving instrument without regard to winnaae 
signing without knowledge of —_— 
Sherwood v. Pratt 

admission of deeds executed abroad. Little 
v. Herndon 

secondary evidence of missing documents 
(with notes) 

notice to produce, and secondary evidence of 
papers. Hubbell v. Judd, etc., Oil Co., xix, 

contents of lost letters. Nichols v. Kingdom 
Ore Co , 266 

letter-press copies. Foot v. Bentley 370 

sworn copy of letter-press copy of lost letter. 

Goodrich v, Weston iv, 62; v, 139 

letter-press copy of letter admitted. Came- 

ron v. Peck......+. 





Evidence—continued. 
admission of cop 
denies ctiginal 
Querner 
certified copy of chattel mortgage. 
lin v. Wyman 
secondary evidence of drafts destroyed by 
party himself. Steele v. Lord 
clerical error in indenture ; correcting it by 
reference to counterpart. Burchell v. Clark, 
xv, 458 


PAGE 
of policy where defendant 
to have existed. Stowe v. 


refreshing memory. 
use of memorandum to refresh memory and 
otherwise. Wightman v. Overhiser...xx, 196 
verbal agreement reduced to writing but not 
signed; use in evidence. Flood v. Mitchell, 
xv, 
entries made by justice on his docket; use to 
refresh memory. Spikerv. Ny degger.. mo 
proof of foreign laws. 
expert proof of foreign law. 
wns 


497 


Barrows vy. 


Hall v. Costello... .iv, 

Ellis v. Maxson. Id. 

proving statutes of another state. Hunt v. 
Johnson 


proof of foreign laws. 


viii, 497 


Peck v. Von 
.xix, 201 


proof of foreign laws. Hall v. Costello. . 
book-entries. 
entries in parties’ own favor. 
Mok EGb Ca ddecepicediaed Zee08 ‘ 
book-entry act conclusive on maker. 
v. Chamberlain 
exclusion of book-entries as mere declara- 
tions. Brown v. Thurber............ xix, 457 
entries in books of third person not admissi. 
ble to contradict witness. De Wolf v. Wil- 


book account made up from memoranda of 
others. Wilson v. Knapp 
admitting entries without verification. — 
Bank v. Carll 
book-entries not made oy salesmen. 
v. Conway 
book-entries. Van Sachs y, Kretz 
Chaffee v. United States... .x, 
Gould v, Conway 
production of corporate books by subpeena un- 
der New York code. United States v. Til- 
den (in full) xviii, 416 
bank-books not evidence in action between 
other parties. Perrine v. Hotchkins, iii, 170, 307 
entry of payment of mortgage on mortgagee’s 
ks not conclusive. Whitehouse v. 
Cooperstown Bank 273 
entries not made by witness. Riggs v.Weise,i, 258 
oath as to sale of goods under Maryland act. 
Ward v. Leitch , 495 
books of deceased person. Hoover v. Gehr, ii, 359 
account books showing residence. Cavendish 
v. Troy 201 
records, 
admission of record of federal signal service 
as a public record, Evanston v. Gunn. .xix, 317 
proving record of bankrupt court in court of 
e.. er state. Turnbull v. Payson... xvi, 415 
registry of births; certified copy. 
eaver 
admitting ancient records. Goodwin v. Jack, 
mt 
transcripts of records, Clark v. Clark.. 
the “American State Papers” as evidence « on 
land claims. Doe v. Roe 
Exceptions, 
connected topics: appeals ; 


practice. 


pleading and 
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Bxceptions—continued. 
mandamus to compel signing by judge. Page 
v. Clopton 
People v, Yates County Court 
general exception ; questions not submitted 
not subject to exception. Schenck vy. An- 


general 
Thaule 

bill dated some days after trial sufficient, 
French v. Edwards vi, 

hearing exceptions at general term. (N. . 
Post v. Hathorn 


exception. 


Gilbert v. Sharp 

general exception to instructions, 
which were correct ; insufficient. 
v. Walter 

insertion of evidence in bill of exceptions ; 
New York practice. People y Thompson, i, 


some of 
O'Leary 


’ 


Virginia practice as to bills of exceptions. 
Page v. Clopton 

settlement of bill under Wisconsin act ; place 
of settlement, etc. 

New York practice, 
R. R 


Oliver v. Town 
Ward v. Central P., ete., 
exceptions to auditor's reports. Hunt v. Rey- 
i, 
Execution; of the person,see arrest andi imprison- 
ment. 
connected topics: sheriffs and constables ; 
writ and process; attachment ; judicial 
sale. 
in general ; proceedings. 
equitable proceedings to apply future pro- 
ceeds of copyright to plaintiff’s judgment. 
(Mass.) Lord v. Harte (with notes)...xiv, 
subjecting lands conveyed to judgment; in 
what order to be taken. Swihart v. Shaum, 
xi, 
question as to title of copy of family photo- 
raph; seizure on execution against artist. 
i ‘right v. O’Brien 
proceedings to enforce judgment; execution 
a necessary preliminary. Geery v. Geery, 
xii, 
levy void for wrong computation of interest. 
Prescott v. Prescott xi, 
excessive levy not always wholly void. Moore 
v. Kidd i 
limitation of time for issue under New York 
code. Underwood v. Green 
void and voidable process. (N. Y.) Rosen- 
field v. Palmer.. 
execution of levy ; delay ; rights of chattel 
mortgagee against prior judgment creditor. 
Hathaway v. Howell 
fees on execution; liability of attorney. 
Campbell v. Catheron 
right of officer to thresh grain levied on. 
Stilson v. Gibbs. 
waiver of inquisition. Kostenbader v. Spotts, 
xv, 
compliance with statute must appear from re- 
turn. Wilcox v. Emerson.......... 
motion by sheriff to determine in which county 
distribution of moneys to be made. (N. Y.) 
Phillips v. Wheeler xiv, 
sheriff paying execution not subrogated to 
lien. Clevinger v. Miller } xv, 
execution against estate of deceased judg- 
ment debtor. Chicago M. Bank v. Van 
Brunt 
against deceased judgment debtors under 
New York laws. Wallace v. Swinton, xiii, 
execution sale. 
title by execution sale ; Fitz- 
xx, 


irregularities. 
patrick v, Peabod 


PAGE, 


; 874 
308 


sande bhekindan ei xix, 241 


416 


-viii, 265 


426 
273 


481 
830 


354 





Execution—continued. 

selling land in separate parcels. 
Holborn 

sheriff's sale under Louisiana law ; 
Watson v. Bondurant 

effect of recitals of sheriff's deed; neglect to 
return execution ; filing assignments of cer- 
tificates of sale. (N. Y.) Phillips v. Schiffer, 

viii, 

agreements by sheriff as to execution sale. 
Pierce v. Evans ii, 

duty of party to stop sale on tender being 
made, Tiffany v. St. John 

liability of execution creditor purchasing at 
execution sale goods fraudulently —, 
by debtor to seller. Devoe v. Brandt. . 

sales after death of judgment debtor. Good 
rich v. Hoskins viii, 

death of judgment debtor pending levy of 
execution. (N.Y.) Wood v. Moorehouse, iv, 

redemption. 
time and place of redemption. 


Raymond v. 


Morss v. Pur- 


PAGE. 


18 


125 


to whom made. People v. Lynch 
officer’s memorandum as evidence after death; 
certificate. Livingston v. Arnoux 
right of judgment debtor to redeem. Living- 
ston v. Arnoux 
Exemptions ; see also, homestead. 
validity of covenant in lease waiving exemp- 
tions. Fejavary v. Broesch (in full)....xx, 
waiver of exemption against public policy. 
AR: FDO 6 0000 0ee eine nedaede xx, 
duty of debtor to claim exemption at time of 
levy’ Angell v. Johnson xx 
statutes of exemption to be liberally con- 
strued. Rosenthal v. Scott 
property of non-resident not protected by 
Penn’a exemption laws. Snow v. Dill xix, 
right of exemption not to be waived. Recht 
v. Kelly 
seat in broker’s board not liable to seizure for 
owner's debts. Thompson v. Adams (with 


1 


310 


11 


viii, 204 


xx, 414 


79 


xv, 391 


x, 242 


x 
seat in stock exchange not liable to execu- 
tion. Pancoast v. Gowen 
allowing watch as a “ necessary.” i re 
xix, 1 
watch subject to execution; debtor handing it 
to attorney ; punished for contem pt. : 
posit N. Bank v, Wickham (in fall). - vii, 
what are toolsof trade. Baker v. Willis, xvi, 
‘implements of trade” defined ; mechanic 
who is also manufacturer. Seeley v. Gwil- 
i 
exemption of animals ; Wisconsin act. Cowan 
, i, 
of vegetables for family use. Shaw v. Davis, 
right of debtor to select exempted poagusie. 
(Ala.) Bray v. Laird 
exemption of household furniture; case of 
furniture stored. Weed v. Dayton 
sale of hay void where mixed with other hay 
not levied on; owner entitled to nominal 
damages for wrongful sale. Barnhart v. 
sesso sothp bine aah vii, 1 
funds taken in trust to apy to particular 
debt, not subject to levy. (N. Y.) Fuller v. 
Cone i, 


question of exemption of partnershi 
erty under Ohio act. Gaylord y. {mhoff, 
xiv, 
supplementary proceedings ,; 
Wy ena Neahios creditor's bill. 
receiver unable to enforce resulting trust in 
lands paid for b by eee debtor, Under- 
wood y. Sutcl ° 


xx, 414 


19 
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Exemptions—continued. 

form of order for examination. (N. Y.) N. y. 
Savings Bank v. H 

action in equity to search property of debtor ; 
correcting defective judgment at law. Pro. 
duce Bank v. Morton xiv, 

jurisdiction of New York supreme court to 
punish disobedience in. Tremain v. Rich- 
ardson 

place of examination of debtor living and do- 
ing business in different places. (N. Y.) 
Anway v. David xv 

examination of debtor's wife. (Wis.) O’Brien’ s 
petition 

jurisdiction of New York marine court. 
brauth v. Dry Dock Savings Bank 

judgment for seizing property exempt from 
execution not liable to be taken in supple- 
mentary proceedings against judgment-cred- 
itor. Tillotson v. Wolcott v, 75; vi, 

supplementary proceedings. (N. Y. ) Mace 
BO onc. cdccsdencewes 0665000 0660 viii, 
Miller v. Adams 
Smith v. Mahony 
BOONE, Wi TROP so ccc cccccsccccccs ol, 

Executors and Administrators, 
connected topics: derise and legacy; descent; 
wills ; trusts ; powers ; judicial sale. 
as to transactions with deceased, see witness. 
tn general. 

grant of administration on estate of living 
person, United States v. Payne (with 
MORNE). cd cceesscccedeccesvesecccsess xviii, 
Roderigas v. East R. Inst’n. .xix, 358; xiii, 

proceedings to administer estate of livi ing per- 
son void for all purposes. Melia v. Simmons 
(in full) xix, 

accounting by executor of executor as to first 
estate. Montross v. Wheeler........ iii, 

chain of representation ; administrator with 
will not representative of estate of which 
deceased was executrix. Bridger, goods of, 

Xxx 


Se. 


secret agreement for amicable settlement of 
estate. Adams v. Outhouse 
appointment ; special administration, ete. 
qualifying ; when appointment takes effect. 
Bowman’s appeal 
uncertainty of description; alternative appoint- 
ment. Blackwell, goods of 
what misconduct disables wife to administer. 
Cawley v. Cawley 
— daughter preferred to guardian of minor 
iN. Y.) Cottle v. Vanderheyden. .ii, 
erson intended by execu- 
Grant v. Grant 
Brown, goods 


ri, “hi of administrator de bonis non. Beall v. 
ew Mexico viii, 412 ; vii, 
powers of special administrator, Getty v. 
Amelun ii, 
limited administration; English practice ; 
rights of assignee of interest in estate. 
Burdon v, Morgan vi, 
public administrator; Missouri statute ; suing 
foreign corporation on deceased's insurance 
policy, Union M, Ins, Co, v, Lewis. ..xix, 
removal of gots of deceased by stranger for 
—— on when justifiable, Kirk v. 


ha | \ as of 
tor named in will. 
— according to tenor. 


asmkdesetus oie oocnlll, 


regory . 
right of first ‘occupier ; his aaron etc, 


rdv eaneKheneRenaeuaae err 


~~ administrators. 

ation of ancillary administrator to notes 
held by domiciliary administrator, St, John 
v. Helens 


GE. | Executors and administrators—continued. 


891 


186 


85 


179 
12 


396 


206 
354 


218 


146 


161 


882 
128 


(with notes). .........006: xviii, 222 





PAGE. 

domestic court has not jurisdiction of foreign 
administrator. Magraw v. Irwin ....xviii. 116 

presumption as to character in which act was 
done when defendant was administrator in 
two jurisdictions, Ray v. Simmons... .xiii, 

ancillary administration ; accounting. Coch- 
ran v. Martin 

granting letters ancillary to foreign adminis- 
trator to enable prosecution of suit here. 
Hartford, etc., R. R. v. Andrews 

voluntary recognition of foreign administra- 
tor. Hendrickson v. Kelly 

actions by foreign executors. 
v. Helime’s ex’rs 

recognition of administration granted abroad 
to person not entitled by English law. Hill, 
goods of 

powers and duties, generally. 

estate not bound by administrator’s admission 
of debt. Orr’s appeal x 

voluntary release of easement by administra- 
tor. Mowe v. Stevens viii, 

implied promise of executors to pay testator’s 
overdrawn bank account. Tradesman’s N. 
Bank v. McFreeley v 

competency of administrator's admissions as 
to amount due under New York statute. 


Sayre’s ex’rs 


McKenzie v. Kitler , 
title to rents of lands of insolvent intestate in 
heir and not administrator. Overturf v. 


g 

liability of administrator for rents collected 
from occupants of premises leased to intes- 
tate. Miller v. Knox vi, 
assignment by executor of whole of assets to 
creditor. (Eng.) Vane v. Rigden 

executor not authorized to waive due dili- 
gence of maker of note guaranteed by testa- 
tor. Rhodes v. Seymour iii, 

executor continuing Coulnene liability of es- 
tate. Lucht v. Behrens 

New York short statute of limitations, 
rick v. Smith 

question of duty of executors to insure vessel. 
Johnson’s estate 

executor’s accounts; power of surrogate ; 
widow's rights; insurance of testator’s 
premises. Peck v. Sherwood 

making co-executor common agent. 
v. Pruyn 

refusal to allow co-executor to share in cus- 
tody of effects. Burt v. Burt 

exercise of powers in trust by executors 
under New York acts. Van Boskerck v. 


trust to executors under New York laws. 
Hunnier v. Rogers 
right of administrator to purchase intestate’ 8 
realestate, Hollingsworth v, Spaulding, ix, 
fraud by administrator in having purchase 
made for benefit of his own family. Rid- 
dle vy. Roll 
private sale of interest of deceased partner 
to co-administrator, Gilbert's appeal, xiv, 
discretion of executors as to investments. 
Marsden v. Kent 
duty of executors as to safe investment. 
Pleasant’s appeal.......cseeeseeees xiii, 
investment by executor in confederate bonds. 
Horn v. Lockhart......... viii, 
liable for loaning need of estate, Johnston 
Vo MIEN. cccccdesscsccece beta vedauteles a 
debts of executors to estate, 
executor may not compromise his debt to 
estate. De Cordova v, De Cordova, ...xx, 
conditional debt not turned into assets by ap 
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Executors and administrators—continued. PAGE. 


pointment of debtor as administrator. 
Shields v. Odell 

gift to executors in consideration of paying 

income to widow for life. Bird v. —_ 


debts due from executor to estate. Saverhili 
ix, 157; viii, 
Kaster v. Pierson iii 
Castor v. Pierson 
administration sales. 
unconstitutionality of act authorizing execu- 
tor to sell testator’s estate. Culbertson v. 


duty of administrator to attend personally 
sale of land for debts. Sebastian v. John- 
son (with notes) 

question of consistency with residuary devise 
of power to sell given executor. Skinner 
v. Quinn 

sale by executor void for non-compliance 
with condition of will. Griswold v. Perry, 

vii, 

sale for payment of debts; filing inventory, 
etc. (N. Y.) Slocum v. English 

power to sell land devised. Erwin v. Loper, 

iii, 

Crittenden v. Fairchild 

action by purchaser at void sale against per- 
son procuring the sale, for recovery of 
money paid. Schwinger v. Hickox 

priority of claim of administrator’s vendee of 
land previously conveyed by intestate. 
Kirkpatrick v. Caldwell’s Adm’rs. ii, 

power to executors to dispose of real estate!: 
general power in trust. (N. Y.) Kinnier 
v. Rogers 

stopping administrator’s sale for debts ; 
of amount of deficiency. Tichborne v. 


actions against executors and administrators. 

form of judgment against executor. Kitt- 
redge v. Roce xi 

question whether judgment should be against 
executor in personal or official capacity ; 
plea of plene adm, Smith v. Chapman, xiv, 

recovery of legacy from executor; law and 
equity procedure. Prescott v. Morse. ..xi, 

contracts by executors ; failure to bind estate ; 
changing form of action against. Austin 
v. Munro 

personal liability of administrator for funeral 
expenses. Ferrin v. Myrick 

personal liability of executor on contracts not 
based on transaction with testator, Far- 
hall v. Farhall 

charging administrator personally for assets 
dealt with in their own names. Baskine v. 
Baskine iii 

administrator personally liable for sum 
wrongly included in assets by surrogate’s 
order. Miller ¥. BaOE 0.00066 cosssess- v, 

opening executor’s accounts for mere incor- 
rect description, Sherman v, Chase i, 2 

executor’s sureties not entitled to apply for 
accounting. Dunnell vy. Prov. Mun, Court, 


action on administrator’s bond ; citation neces- 
sary, Gilbert v, Duncan + XV, 
question of devastavit by administrator, Tate 
v. Norton ows fhVi, 
plene administravit ; aay pleading of 


devustavit. Jewsabury v, Mummery... .vil, 
sum lost; measure of damages against negli. 
gent administrator. McNabb v, Wixom, 


vi, 97, 98 


actions by executor. 
representative capacity ; omission of “as 
16 





Executors and administrators—continued. PAGE. 


before ‘‘ executor”, in description of plaint- 

iff, Beers v. Shannon xviii, 180 
importance of word as, in describing capacity 

of plaintiff. Cordier v. Thompson...xviii, 498 
cannot sue himself. Perkins v. Perkins, xiii, 371 


settlement of claims, ete. 


passing on claims before publication of notice. 
WIG FP 6 ckescncnsdeassinee a eweain xix, 457 
payment to husband of deceased prior to let- 
ters of administration granted, when not 
good payment. Mitchell v. Holmes... .vii, 333 
mode of presenting claims to executors (N. 
Y.); notice. Hoyt v. Bonnett iii, 180 
demand acquired after death not allowable in 
set-off against deceased’s estate. 
Woodruff ix, 98 
joinder of causes of action accruing before 
and after death of party benefited. Record 


absolute judgment against executor conclu- 
sive as to debt and efficiency of assets. 
Beale v. Osbourn este ae 
settling administrator’s accounts. Mix’ 3 ap- 
peal q 
maker’s possession of note in favor of estate 
not presumption of discharge. Grey v. 
Grey vi, 
order of appropriation of personalty and 
realty to pay debts. Heagg v. Cheeseman, iii, 416 
distribution of proceeds of real estate ; liens. 
(N. Y.) Lamberson, matter of 
mortgage on realty of decedent ; from what 
fund payable. Rice v. Harbeson ix, 111 
counter-claims in justice’s court (N. Y. 
against estate. Gregory v. Sandford... vii, 
equitable set-off of claim under bond of in- 
demnity against debt to obligator’s estate. 
Stone v. Fargo , 275 
unpaid legacy mortgaged contrary to statute, 
assets in hands of mortgagor’s executor. 
Kilbourne v. Fay 57 
proceeding for y hee of property of 
deceased, under laws 1870. (N. Y.) Tilton 
v. Ormsby . «xvi, 244 
—_ we heir at law and next of kin, 
Y.) Selover v. Coe 
onpiline heirs to convey in confirmation of 
executor’s deed given at their request. 
Det 0; SOONG . 6asé-cddonvecgaasae vii, 


powers of surrogate, ete. 


jurisdiction of surrogate ; bond in one county, 

security in another and principal foreign 

resident. Beers v. Shannon iii, 180 
jurisdiction of surrogate over contested claim 

of executrix of husband’s estate. Bough- 

ton v. Flint xviii, 336 
decreeing payment of judgment rejected by 

administrator. (N.Y.) McNulty v, Hurd,xviii, 39 
trying title of administrator in probate court. 

Homer's appeal . -i, 168 
equity proceedings ‘for settlement of estates 

before single judge ; appeal. (R. I.) Daboll 

v. Field . ..i, 415 
proving administrator's title in suit for in- 

juries to intestate ; prima facie eeR 

of surrogate, Welch v. N. ¥, ¢ R. R..ix, 26 
appeals from surrogates’ courts ‘hq New York. 

Jowland v. Taylor.......sseessee oe dk, 04 
sureties estopped to uestion surrogate’s juris- 

diction, Field v, Van Cott ............4x, 192 
settlement of estate not withdrawn from sur- 

rogate without special reasons, Chipman 

v. Montgomery ... ..» xiii, 100 
decree of distribution not to be disobeyed on 

ground of illegal appointment of adminis- 

trator who was one of distributees, White 

V. Weatherbee........cceeeseeereeseeKiX, 481 
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Executors and administrators—continued. 
decree directing payment of creditor in full 
before final distribution. Thompson, re, xvi, 
assumpsit for distributive share of money ap- 
propriated by co-distributee. O’Donnell v. 
FEOMRGNE. . os ccccccccccecccesosecces ii, 
costs and allowances, 
costs not to be allowed by surrogate to de- 
feated party. (N. Y.) Noyes v. Child’s Aid 
Society (remarked on) i 
allowing costs of appeal out of estate. Law- 
rence v. Lindsay i 
costs of billin equity by trustees to obtain 
instructions, payable from residuary assets. 
(Mass.) Bowditch v. Soltyk 
claim of extra compensation for legal ser. 
vices, Collier v. Munn 
costs against executors under § 317, New 
York code. Mougan v. Sidmore 
extra compensation of executors ; 
statutory allowances, Schell, in re 
surrogate cannot allow counsel fees in favor 
of executor’s counsel out of executor’s 
estate, Seaman v, Whitehead... XX, 
allowance for counsel fees, (N. Y.) Wetmore 
v. Parker 
limitation of actions, 
when statute commences to run; administra- 
tion in another state, Holmes v, Brooks, xix, 
New York short atatute of limitations; atrictly 
coastoest against executor, Hoyt vy. Bon- 


vii, 
Florida ‘ordinance of 1865 as to limitation -b 
claima againat estates of decedenta, Brad. 
ford v, Shine, , 
service of notice of rejection of claim; short 
atatute of limitationa, (N, Y,) Van Sann 
v, Farley, PTUTTTTTTELETEL ELT 
removal! af executors 
somneval of executrix ; appointment of re- 
ceiver, (N. Y,) Turner v, Crichton, ...vi, 
aurrogate’a power to supersede executor, 
(N, Y.) Shielda vy, Shields ......6. 0 .4¥, 
removal of executor, (N, Y.) People vy, 
Hartman .... , 
power of surrogate to revoke letters nen 4 
bly granted, (N. Y.) Kerr v, Kerr... .1i, 
Bxcoutory Devise; see devise and legacy. 
Bxemptions; see erecution; bankruptey and 
tnaolvency, 
Bxperts; see evidence; annuities; attorneys; 
Pomicids : physicians 
Hx Post lt see criminal law, 
Bxpress Compani 
coanested topics: carriers and titles there 
in general. 
property of sender by express in article sent; 
who may sue. Thompson v. Fargo. . ii, 
special limitations of liability by express 
companies; printed receipts ; waiving state- 
ment of value of poaenge requirement of 
claim for loss within thirty days unreason- 


able. 8. Expr. Co, v, Caperton y, 
expressers not liable for explosion of nitro- 
lycerine ignorantly taken for carriage. 
Parrott v. Barney (in full), vii, 299, 213 ; iii, 
delay in expressin Ss over railroad, 
owing to storm ; 
ny. Am. 


Tiability of express com- 
Express Co, v. Smith... .xix, 
ling perishable property in case of delay ; 
* torwarding on another route Id. 
question whether liable as common carriers 
a forwarders. Christenson v. Am. Exp. 


loss “ot property ; burden of proof as to cause; 
exemptions. Cochran v. Dinsmore... . ii, 
when carrier’s obligation ends ; notice of arri- 


PAGE, 


456 


127 


77 


244 


77 


Express companies—continued. 





PAGE. 
val; waiver of notice. Henshaw v. ~— 
jand. . 3807 

duty of paren delivery. Witbeck v. Hol. 
land. . 304; vi, 438 

what is a proper tender of delivery of goods 
by carrier. Landsberg v. Dinsmore... .vii, 398 
effect of usage ; effect of wrong address. Stin- 
son v. Jackson 97 
title to package delivered to express com- 
pany, where party addressed cannot be dis- 
covered, Thompson v. Fargo 43 
duty of express company as to goods refused 
by consignee. Am. Expr. Co. v. Green- 
halgh iii 

loss of package marked C, O. D. in warehouse 
after offers to deliver it to consignee on 
payment. Weed v. Barney i 

goods consigned to care of express agent and 
delivered by railroad directly to purchaser, 
Wells v, Am, Expr. Co xviii, 215 

selling unclaimed packages; contents must 
be exhibited under Pennsylvania act, 
Adams Expr, Co, v, Schlessinger (remarked 


collecting from consignee. 


liability of express company collecting forged 
draft, Holt v, Ross... ix, 
loss to drawer by delay of express company 
in collecting draft until insolvency of 
maker, Whitney v, Merchants’ Ex, Co,, 
vii, 

liability of express company; saengens 8 in col- 
Jecting drat, Lienan v, Dinsmore, ,,. . iil, 


receipta and billa af lading ; exvemptiona, 


exemptions from liability for negligence in 
receipt, Kentucky Bank v, Adama Exp, 
Co, (in full) vy, 
sworn copy of carrier's receipt; entry of 
wenenes on in company’s books, Reed A, 
J, 8, Expr, Co,, eeeees 
unread conditions in receipt. ‘iriland : 
Dinsmore, , x, 
reatrictiona in receipt ; ‘Viability ‘in any cane 
for actual negligence Biprees Co, ¥, 
Kountae,...... rereTe 
card or receipt given by express company in 
exchange for baggage check, with 4 
tions in fine print, Blossom yv, Dodd,. 
~ 
validity of condition in express compauy’s re. 
ceipt for notification of loss within ninety 
days. Southern Exp, Co, v. Caldwell (in 
fu ) os ki, 189, 
—s notwithstanding ‘conditions in te- 
Empire Tr. Co. v. Wamsutta Oil 
Co 
Steinway v. Erie R. R 


clause as to valuation of packages. 


limitation of amount to which carrier respon- 
sible; liability in any case for negligence. 
U.S. "Express Co. v. Backman (with notes), 
xv, 
limit of loss to fifty dollars where package is 
not valued. Oppenheimer v. U.S patent 4 
Co. (in full) 
Magnin v. Dinsmore xvi, 282; x, 314 
question as to three cases wrapped up to- 
gether. Wetzell v. Dinsmore ix, 358 
limitation of value; recovering full value 
when stated in receipt. Soumet v. National 
ee, Serr err errr Tee vii, 231 
limitation of amount on unvalued packages. 
Bolger v.. Dimamoste .. ...006.0se-c000s viii, 43 
condition as to statement of value. Southern 
Express Co. v. Crook 
limitation where . contained three 
separate cases, etzell v. Dinsmore ..iv, 368 
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Express companies—continued. PAGE. 
connecting lines. 
packages sent C. O. D., and delivered by con- 
necting company. Callender v. Dinsmore, x, 
stipulations in express company’s receipt not 
binding on connecting carrier, Witbeck v. 
Holland iii, 
collection of promissory note; neglect of 
connecting line. Palmer v. Holland... viii, 
loss of package left to be carried to point not 
on route. Pitlock v. Wells 
question of liability of express company for 
loss of money occurring beyond their route. 
Pendergast v. Adams Express Co 
Extortion ; see duress ; false pretenses. 
Extradition, 
delay in making rendition of arrested fugi- 
tive, when false imprisonment. Levina v. 
State XX, 
rendition of fugitives; person charged need 
not have fled, People v.Sennott (in full), xx, 230 
effect to be given to governor’s warrant on 
habeas corpus, People v. Pinkerton,...xx, 74 
442 


60 


304 
93 
92 


235 
356 


crimes against bankruptcy laws; English ex- 
tradition act. Terraz, ex parte 
who is a fugitive ; governor's decision only 
prima facie evidence, Jones v, Leonard 
Ps ca obeced acauesss b4aceeel xix, 
discretion of governor; power of revokin 
warrant, Work v, Corrington (in full), xix, 2, 
authentication in requisition; evidence of law 
of demanding state, ete, Sheldon, ev parte, 
xix, 
validity of Pennaylvania act concerning inter- 
state extradition of fugitives from justice, 
Butler, ev parte (in fall). ceccceceees xvill, 360 
fugitive from justice liable to be held by 
courta of demanding atate for different 
crime, Noyea, matter of (in full), xvii, 407; 
(remarked ON) ..c0.000.00e8¥il, SOT: xvii, 1 
trinl of extradited eriminala for offenses not 
named in treaty, Commonwealth v, Hawea 
(with notes and with remarka),,.xvil, 817, 896 
xvi, 157 
British-Swise treaty, Queen v¥, Wilson, xvil, 282 
technical sufficiency of indictment not to be 
tried by courts of surrendering estate, 
Davia, 76. .sscsccseee eoececssccenes oo sXV, 278 
habeas corpus from federal court for party in 
custody of state officers for acta done under 
requisition, United States v, MeClay..xv, 257 
issue of warrant for person held under arrest 
in civilaction. Briscoe, re (remarked on),xiv, 189 
Carl Vogt case (remarked on) xi, 858, 825 
liability of extradited criminal to civil arrest, 
Adriance v, Lagrave.... ccc ccc cece ues xi, 826 
extradition treaty with Italy construed, bi 
Giacoma, matter of xi, 112 
governor’s requisition; what amounts to 
charge of crime. People v. Brady x, 333 
ordinance of Hong Kong as to surrender of 
criminals. Attorney-Gen. v. Hook-a-Sing, x, 105 
extradition to another state of fugitive under 
prosecution in third state. Taylor v. Tain- 
tor (in full) viii, 149; iv, 110 
extradition under Canada treaty. Caldwell, 
re (in full) ii, 361 
Factors, 
connected topics: agency ; brokers ; bills of 
lading ; fiduciary capacity. 
advances fraudulently obtained by agent in- 
trusted with goods; English factor’s acts. 
Johnson v. Credit L. Co xvii, 212 
following money collected by factor after- 
ward insolvent; following check given him 
for collection ; fiduciary relationship. West 
of England, etc., Bank, ve (with notes), xx, 143 
160 


50 





Factors—continued. 
authority of English merchant buying goods 
on account of foreign constituents. Hutton 
v. Bulloch 
sale by foreign factor in own name, 
v. Milliken 
lien of consignee making advances, 
WN da:ise 030040055 Oigsccesccesanees iv, 
factor’s right to sell for advances. Weed v. 
v, 
question of right of factor to pledge property. 
Roy, ex parte xvii, 
authority of commission merchant to warrant. 
Randall v. Kehlor viii, 
question of commissions on unsold goods. 
Briggs v. Boyd 
measure of damages for goods abandoned and 
factor neglecting tosellon order, Whelan 
v. Lynch viii, 
priority of equities between consignee accept- 
ing and bank discounting draft in advance, 
Ontario Bank v. N. J. St. Co ix, 
consignment of rice to be sold to satisfy ad- 
a negligence of consignee, Best v. 
i 
defense to action by consignor against con- 
signee that goods were seized by legal pro- 
cess, Barnard v. Kobbe iii, 
right of consignor to assent to rescission of 
contract by buyer, without regard to con- 
signee, Robinson vy, Talboy 
payment by consignee in acceptances, after- 
ward compromised for leas than face; hia 
right to retain full amount from proceeds 
of gees. Hidden vy, Waldo,,,...,.. vil, 
property in goods consigned to agent for sale, 
Banner, ev parte... conccceccce St, 
question whether agent waa factor or broker, 
Standard M. Co, ¥, Dayton. ....eee00+)XVi, 
question whether relation waa of buyer and 
seller, or principal and agent, Linforth, re, 
xvi, 487, xvil, 
Fish v. Benedtet, xvii, 
duties of factor to principal as against other 
parties claiming goods, Barnard v, Kobb, 


ix 
question whether agent had leviable interest 


in goods, Bents v, Guasell....... 
account between insolvent factor and prinei- 
pal drafts accepted by factor, Hidden v, 
DUNS. scadataaaes § (eessiccceasesesaadites 
question as to liability of factor as guarantor, 
Hatch v, Antrim.........: soe ool, 
transfer by factor of goods for his own debt ; 
principal affirms by — assignment of 
surplus purchase-money, Joslin v. — 
viii, 
N. Y. factor act; ‘‘intrusting with posses- 
sion.” Frankenstein v. Thomas see, 
Palse imprisonment, 
damages in actions for false imprisonment ; 
exemplary damages; mitigation. Beck- 
with v. Bean (in full) . xix, 
good faith ; advice of counsel. Livingston v. 
Burroughs xiv, 
malice; punitive damages. Bonesteel v. 
Bonesteel 
duty of superintendent of police toward per- 
sons arrested. Green v. Kenned 
arrest on regular but erroneous 0 
v. Munger r 
removing person disturbing church services. 
Beckwith v. Lawson i, 
arrest by policeman; threats by plaintiff ad- 
missible. Fulton v. Staats i, 
officer delaying removal of attached goods, 
locked in defendant. Williams v. 
Powell seve er 


er. 


PAGE. 


177 


58 
350 
93° 
142 
29 


15 


248 


147 
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False imprisonment—continued. 
— for false imprisonment. 


geobabic cause not in question where defend. 
ant fabricates charge. Dennis v. Ryan, v, 
proof of want of probable cause and malice. 
Day v. Monteith 
reasonable cause. Lister v. Perryman. . 
probable cause. Hawley v. Butler 
False Pre 
connected topics: fraud ; conspiracy. 
check for wrong amount of wages obtained 
by false papers. Regina v. Greathead, 
xviii, 
obtaining payment of wages conditionally due 
by fraud. Regina v. Bull 
invalidity of federal act making obtaining 
goods on false pretenses criminal in case of 
subsequent bankruptcy. United States v. 
Fox (in full) ii 
indictment under § 5132, 
United States v. Myers 
state act as to false pretenses not superseded 
by bankrupt law. Abbott v. People, xviii, 
conviction of spiritualist under English act 
against deception by palmistry, etc. Monck 
v. Hilton 
charge of conspiracy to obtain money. State 
v. Crowley Xv, 
false ruc te bla and conspiracy. More- 
house v. Ye vi 
accomplices; what participation meron | 
Clarke y. State. . 
distinguished from larceny. Kellogg v. Siate, 
xiii, 
getting goods by representing note of insol- 
vent bank to be good. Regina v. Jarman, 
xviii, 
pretense that checks given on purchase were 
Queen v. Hazleton xiii, 
fraudulently obtaining notes for property — 
sold. Scott v. People 
requisites of indictment; negativing truth 
of representations. Redmond v. State. .xx, 
obtaining only what is due, not indictable. 
Commonwealth v. McDuffy 
prosecutor must have meant to part with 
property. State v. Anderson 
cheating at dice; replevin for property lost. 
Hodge v. Sexton (with notes). 
indictment for false pretenses as to bank 
check. Smith v. People ri 
post-dated check. re v. People 
false representations as to post-dated check. 
Reg. v. Bathurst i 
requisites of charge. Enders v. People.. .iv, 
what not. Snyder, er parte......... ° 
evidence. Queen v. Cooper 
what amounts to; the indictment. 


Reg. v. Ardley 
Clark v. People 
State v. Dowe 
evidence of frauds shortly previous. 


federal statutes. 


whether pretenses too remote. Regina v. 


iv, 
Palse re tations ; see prs Salse pretenses. 
Father ; see parent and child. 
Fees ; see office and officers ; “referees, ete. 
Felony ; see criminal law ; illegal contracts. 
Fences, 
see also, adverse possession ; real property ; 
railroads, 
hedge not a partition fence in Iowa, until suf- 
ficient toturn stock. Miner v. Bennett, xvi, 
trover for fence removed under authority of 
town officer. Smith v. Colby 


PAGE, 


457 


xvii, 391 


74 


35 





Fr 
‘connected topics: carriers ; negligence, etc. 
action by ferry proprietor for diversion of 
traffic by railway company. (Eng.) Hop- 
kins v. Great N. R. R. (with notes)....xvi, 1 
question of what constitutes ferry ; control 
by city under charter. New York v. N. E. 
Transfer Co. (with notes) 
ferryman not a common carrier as to prop- 
erty in charge of passenger. Wyckoff v. 
Queens County F. Co. (with notes), ix, 
viii, 234; iv, 
grant of ferry franchise over river forming 
state boundary. Columbia Br. Co. v. Geisse, 
xii, 
grant of exclusive ferry franchise; considera- 
tion. Johnson’s appeal 
grant of ferry monopoly. Hall v. Minturn, x, 
ferry license not vacated by death of licensee. 
Lippencott v. Allender..... . ii, 274; iii, 
ferryman’s liability for mule falling over- 
board. Harvey v. Rose 
Fiduciary capacity; see arrest; banks; bank- 
ruptey (discharge) ; factors. 
Fire ; see negligence ; proximate cause ; railroads. 
Fire ‘department, etc. ; see municipal corpora- 
tions. 
Fire insurance ; see inswrance. 
Fishery, 
connected topics: water and water-courses, ete. 
question of boundary in stream of right of 
fishery. Miller v. Little 
state control over fisheries 
McReady v. State (in full) 
validity of Massachusetts act forbidding tak. 
ing of fish at spawning season, Common- 
wealth v. Look 
interruption of, by piers. 
v. Carter 
question whether right was transferred from 
old to new channel of river. (Eng.) Carlisle 


in tide- waters. 


Fixtures, 
connected topics: 
and purchaser ; mortgages ; 
tenant, ete. 

in general. 
theater chairs. 


real property ; vendor 
landlord and 


Gross v. Jackson (with notes), 
xvii, 
house-furnace and pipes realty. eeese . 
Carr (with notes) 
distillery banks and other articles. 
v. West Hams Ch. Wardens (with aan xii, 
buildings erected by federal government held 
chattels,and not taxable. manne -% 
v. Andrews 
buildings erected by United States on public 
common, for use during war. Meigs’ 
iii, 175 ; ii, 
building on another’s land. O’Donnell 
Hitchcock 
when a building moved becomes or 3 
Madigan v. McCarty 
furnace and smoke-pipe part of realty. Stock. 
well v. Campbell viii, 
fixtures defined. Brown v. Lillie i 
as between vendor and vendee. 
passing of gas fixtures and heaters with house 
sold; parol evidence of collateral agree- 
ment. Heysham v. Deltre (with notes), xXx, 
gas fittings and portable furnace put in under 
verbal contract of purchase, are not realty. 
Towne v. Fiske 
engine and boiler placed on premises condi- 
tionally ; right of seller against purchaser 
on execution. Sisson v. Hibbard 
gas fixtures not taken by purchaser. 
v. Philharmonic Society 


Jarecki 
xiii, 





PAGE. 


375 


395 


82 


233 


95 
281 





CASE-INDEX. 


125 





Fixtures—continued. 

sale of fixtures by purchaser in possession un- 
der contract of sale ; remedy against buy- 
ers. Smith v. Alteck i, 

gas fixtures in dwelling-house sold. Funk v. 
Brigaldi 

as + saa vendor and vendee. Weston v. 
MD Saves bvecessacecvesoie bes $s ua, 

as between landlord and tenant. 

removal by tenant at close of tenancy ; right, 
how lost. Watriss v. First N. Bank (with 
notes), xviii, 222 ; (in full) 

right of tenant to remove fixtures ; 
Heminway v. Sevens (with notes) 

question between landlord and purchaser of 
fixtures from lessee. Saint v. Pilley (with 
notes) xii, 

passing of fixtures under lease or assignment 
by lessee. Meux v. Jacobs 

parol collateral contracts as to fixtures, Lewis 
v. Seabury iii 

tenant’s intention to annex the test. Seeger 
G: DOs CwEOh BOONE). 5. osc iscccsiessscss xi, 

machinery for working mines not removable 
by executor of lessee. Bain v. Brand. .xv, 

boiler engine, etc., placed in saw-mill, held 
fixtures. Tread way v. Sharon 

booms under mortgage of mill. 
Hodgson 

removal of, by outgoing lessee. 


how lost. 


what are fixtures between Jandlord and tenant. 
Guthrie v. Jones 
under mortgages ; miscellaneous. 
factory boiler in brick casing as between mort- 
gagee and seller having agreement with 
owner. Southbridge 8. Bank v. Exeter M. 


machinery put on premises by lessee who 
afterward brought equity as against pur- 
chaser on foreclosure of prior mortgage. 
Globe Mills Co. v. Quinn 
whether a boiler-house was part of main 
building and covered by mechanic’s lien. 
Kelley v. Border C. Mills............. xix, 
steam-engine set up conditionally by seller in 
buyer’s mortgaged mill; held not to pass 
on foreclosure. Eaves v. Estes (with notes), 
xii, 
machines, etc., in machine-shop ; mortgage of 
realty. Pierce v. George (with notes), ix, 90, 
rights of seller of engine, etc., against mort: 
gagee of realty. Lifft v. Horton 
factory bell in bell-tower; blower-pipe for 
forge. Alvord M. Co. v. Gleason iii 
mi!] machinery, etc., under mortgage. 
bottom v. Berry ii 4 
road-bed and rails of railway. North. Cent. 
R. R. v. Canton Co i, 
windlass in slaughter-house. Capen v. Peck- 
ham.. 
trade fixtures, as between mortgagor and 
Climie v. Wood i 


see also, sureties ; negotiable instruments ; 
bankruptcy and insolvency (1.), ete. 

forbearing criminal proceedings, when sim- 
ply nugatory, not vitiating rest of considera- 
tion. Rourke v. Mealy 
£8 consideration for new promise to pay non- 
negotiable note. Jaquav. Montgomery, iii, 
promise to extend payment; definite time. 
Calkins v. Chandler (with notes) i 
agreements to forbear. Holzworth v. moar 
xiii, 

creditor taking notes of third person from 
debtor in consideration of forbearance is 


PAGE. 
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217 
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xx, 398 


339 
78 
388 





Forbearance—continued. 
bona fide holder. 
Franklin 

breach of covenant to forbear, covenant not 
pleadable in bar of action within time 04 
ited. Meloy v. Hawk 

forbearance as consideration. 
Bank v. Nixon rf 

covenant to forbear. Irons v. Woodfill... .ii, 

Forcible entry and detainer, 

connected topics : ejectment ; trespass ; real 
property ; landlord and tenant. 
what amounts to forcible entry, etc., in Wis- 
consin. Steinlein v. Halstead 
——r under statute of forcible entries. 
(N. Y.) People v. Field iii, 258 
evidence of possession. Morgan v. Higgins, i, 357 
against tenant under agreement for occupa- 
tion so long as he is in employ of landlord. 
(Iowa.) Grosvenor v. Henry j 
requisites of complaint ; pleading, etc. 
le v. Field 


PAGE, 
Atlantic N. Bank v. 


50 
356 


Goldsmith v. Boerch...... descseocseees ii, 
People v. Whitney ii 
Foreign attachment ; see garnishment. 
Foreign laws ; proof of ; see evidence. 
Forgery, 
see also, conspiracy ; banks ; negotiable in- 
struments ; checks, etc. 
indictment for forgery of receipt ; 
struments are receipts ; averments. 
v. State 
issuing counterfeit medical diploma forgery 
under Penn'a statute. McClure v. Com- 
monwealth (in full) 
unauthorized issue of county bonds by county 
treasurer not forgery. People v. Mann _ 
full) 
forgery of incomplete instrument indictable. 
State v. Bauman 
statute words ‘‘ purporting to be the act vot 
another” construed. People v. Mann, xix, 
forging indorsement of postal money order. 
United States v. Morris 
putting forged deed on record. United States 
v. Brook xvii, 
the intent to defraud as essence of offense ; 
uttering. State v. Redstrake (with notes), 
xvi, 
of check for ‘‘one fifty dollars,” meaning 
one hundred and fifty. State v. Coyle, xv, 377 
inducing innocent party to sign another's 
name. Gregory v. State 
what constitutes. Comm. v. Hen ; xiii, 405 
what amounts to an order for y HIE of 
goods within Ohio act. Chidester v. State, 
xiii, 234 
letter of orders under seal of bishop not a 
deed under English act. Queen v. Morton, 
xiii, 
letter of introduction not subject of forgery. 
Waterman v. People (with notes) xii, 
confession of other forgeries inadmissible. 
People v. Corbin -xi, 23 
of check ; variance; allegations as to indorse- 
ment and stamp. Miller v, People. ...viii, 284 
charge under act of 1862 of passing “ forg ed 
United States treasury note.” United States 


what in- 
Henry 


201 


ratification of for, ery of note. 

Hook (in full and with notes) .iii, 255, 381, 385 
detaching written condition from awe 

note. State v. Stratton , 187 
fraudulently antedating deed. Reg. v. Ret. - 


son 
question of forgery of indorsement; evidence; 





126 


CASE-INDEX. 





Forgery—continued. 
comparison of writings, etc. Tyler v. Toad, 
iii, 
Former trial; see criminal law. 
Fraud; see also, false pretenses ; sale ; negotiable 
instruments ; voluntary conveyances ; bank- 
omy (preferences) ; insanity, ete. 
in gener 
contract induced by fraud voidable and not 
void. Dawes v. Harness (with notes) . ..xi, 
sale by one partner of insolvent firm to an- 
other. Russell v. McCord xvii, 490, 
transfer of property exempt at the time not 
afterward assailable, though exemption has 
ceased. Carhart v. Harshaw ‘iad . xix, 
——- money obtained by fraud and de- 
posit Justh v. Commonwealth Bank, xi, 
assignment of right of action for deceit. 
Woodlary v. Deloss 
vacating settlement induced by fraud of third 
person. 
defense on ground that transaction was out of 
usual course of business, Roberts v. Hall, v, 
deed falsely read to illiterate signer. Schuyl- 
kill County v. Copley (remarked on)... .iii, 
vii, 
action for fraud in contract after compromise 
of claim thereon. Baker v. Spencer. ...vi, 
presumption arrising from confidential rela- 
tion of party obtaining signature to paper. 
Comstock v. Comstock. .............- ii, 
action for fraud ; affirmance of contract after 
discovery of fraud nota bar. Ketcham v. 
Troxell 
entirety of settlement for fraud; must be 
ee as for whole claim. Allison v. Con- 


dudepetions and other evidence ; see also, the 
next following head. 
evidence of intent. Blant v. Gabler... xix, 
declarations of grantor when incompetent to 
show fraud. Gay v. Ga xiv, 
how far contemporaneous transactions are ad- 
missible in action for fraud. Richards v. 
Millard. 
I 9. atindctus cotennenenn ix, 
acts and declarations of assignor, how far 
admissible where purpose has been wore 
fraudulent. Newlin v. Lyon 
evidence of debtor's declarations. Lyon v. 
Yates vi, 
declarations of assignor. Bullis v. Mont- 
EE ccebe 606s 46<ep cdneenned adil ii, 
declarations of grantor ; keeping eae, 
Redfield v. Buc 
evidence of pr -w frauds. Edwards v. War 
ii, 
“nee of party to fraud. Jacobs v. 
rey iii, 
Salse caprematalione and fraud in sales. 
immaterial false representations. Hall v. 
ER <. sans niy G60eeseentcoenatens XX, 
Mamlock v. Fairbanks 
evideace of other similar transactions. People 
v. Spielman xx, 
representations of solvency of third party ; 
evidence ; contemporaneous frauds. White- 
more v. Patterson xx, 
liability for another’s fraud ; right to trans- 
feree of flour, fraudulently obtained, against 
owner. Babcock v. Lawson (in full)...xx, 
offer to rescind not necessary to defense of 
fraud. Litchult v. Treadwell i 
liability for representations as to credit of 
another. Duff v. Williams (in full).. .xvii, 
purchase of goods on credit by one without 
means. Talcott v. Henderson vii 
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Fraud — continued. 





PAGE, 
knowledge of vendee. Jones v. Hethering- 


mere suspicion not enough to charge de- 
frauded party with knowledge. Baker v. 
ON RE re ere xv, 66 
procuring release of cause of action by fraud- 
ulent representations. Hirschfeld v. Lond., 
etc., xv, 252 
contract for purchase of exclusive right to 
use process; effect of fraudulent purpose of 
pr urchaser on right of action. Begbie v. 
ee TOK 5. css'ss cacivccwss -. Xiv, 385 
person identifying another to cashier of bank 
not liable for honest mistake. St. Louis 
M. Bank v. Sells (with notes) i 
suing for fraud where written warranty has 
been given. Ind. R. R. v. Tyng iii 
representations as to value of bonds sold. 
Oberlander v. Rossway 
how far plaintiff justified in relying on state- 
ments. Galloway v. Burr 
obtaining possession and disposing of goods 
fraudulently procured from original owner. 
Hollins v. Fowler (with notes) xii, 
setting aside contract obtained by tampering 
with other party’s agent. Panama Tel. Co. 
v. India Rubber Tel. Co.. ooo Ril 
untrue representations honestly made. 
v. Bradbury. . 
distinction between promissory statements 
and false representations. Sawyer v. Prick- 
= 3 
mere false statements as to value by seller of 
stock, not a cause of action. Ellis v. An- 
drews (in full) i 
false statement to captain of vessel as to 
depth of water. Glover v. Thomas 
necessary allegations to constitute fraud. 
Sefler v. Field....... pickevadawenenes viii, 
mere inadequacy of price. Jaeger v. Kelley, 
viii, 
caveat emptor ; sale of farm. Vanderwalker 
sale of land by one falsely representing him- 
self as agent. Bresnehan v. Darrin... .vii, 
fraudulently inducing one to purchase worth- 
less stocks from another ; measure of dam- 
ages. Hubbell v. Meigs.............. vii, 
liability of teacher for maliciously reporting 
candidate unqualified for admission to 
schocl, Hammond v. Hussey (with notes), 
Vii, 
fraud in sale a question for jury exclusively 
under New York act. McDonalds v. Titus, 


vi, 
fale representations connected with illegal 


Shedd v. Montgomery wer 
) 216, 
sham purchase of half patent right to inten 
third person to purchase other half. Scott 


contract. 


falsely informing owner of sheep concerning 
danger of infection in pasture. Eaton v. 


v, 
— in part. Johnson v. Cookerly. .iv, 
egligence of plaintiff no defense. Eaton 


proving representations not alleged in com: 
plaint. Updike v. Abel 

requisites of complaint. Goings v. White, iv, 

misrepresentations by third party preventing 
sale of land. Paull v. Halferty.. iii, 

fraud by one of joint sellers; the other liable. 
Bowman v. 

by joint owner in making unauthorized sale. 

olmes v. W 
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Fraud—continued. 


PAGE, 
fraudulently inducing plaintiff to invest - 
stock. Carr v. Schermerhorn 
sale of book accounts which are paid. Noble 
v. McFarland ; 
false representations with malicious purpose 
to injure. Gregory v. Brooks ii, 158 
distinguished from opinion as to value, etc. 
Drake v. Latham ii, 116 
sale of account for wages; misrepresenta- 
tions as to amount due ; implied warranty. 
Sherman v. Johnson , 494 
sale of right to use invention ; intention of 
fraud as a defense to action, by purchaser 
to recover consideration. Begbie v. Ph. 8. 
Co 


issue of fraud; burden of proof. 
Co. v. Dysart 


what amounts to false representations. 
ney v. Hardy 

when deceit lies. Bishop v. Small.. 

Hagee v. Grossman. . 


Taylor v. Scoville 


Sraud of creditors; fraudulent conveyances ; 


voluntary conveyances, 

bona fide mortgage of debtor's entire estate to 
secure existing debt of future advances. 
(Eng 

right Y officer sued by transferee to attack 
conveyance. Raymond vy. Richmond...xx, 

transfer of property without consideration 
when legal fraud. Caller v. McNabb, 

xviii, 
eer conveyance, when valid. Smith v. 
od ges 

impeaching conveyance ; proving bad faith. 
COMBOS ¥. Welt s oc0. css scccsecsses xvi, 

conveyance in fraud of creditors; reconvey- 
ance by grantee; ong of mortgage 
given him for advances. orton v. Pattee, 

: xv, 185 

when deed is fraudulent as to —— 

creditors. Monroe v. Smith 
Day v. Cooley 

fraudulent conveyance void as to sisi 
creditors. Partridge v. Stokes 

reconveyance of land fraudulently conveyed; 
return of consideration. Neblett v. Macfar- 
land iii 

creditor need not exhaust debtor’s other 
property. Westerman v. Westerman, xiii, 

action to set aside fraudulent conveyance ; 
parties; evidence. Fox v. Moyer 

equitable and moral obligation as ground of 
preference of particular creditor. McCart- 
ney v. 

relief to judgment creditor by subjecting prop- 
erty to lien; when issue of execution is un- 
necessary. Payne v. Sheldon ii 

recovering notes given in fraud of creditors 
and transferred pendente lite to one with 
notice. Jeffres v. Cochrane.. .... ...Vi, 

sales on credit by judgment debtor not fraud- 
ulent per se. Ruhl v. Phillips 

proof of fraudulent transfer ; one defendant 
se affected by another’s default. Terry v. 


knowledge of fraudulent conveyance ; delay 
in bringing action. Erickson v. Quinn, vi, 
fide purchase of property fraudulently 
conveyed. Parker v. Crittenden 
question of delivery of household furniture 
under conveyance attacked for fraud, 





Fraud — continued. 
where parties lived together. 
Martin 
action by judgment creditor to set aside tend. 
ulent assignment, (N. Y.) Bennett v. vom 
Guire 
validity of mortgage as against creditors, 
though consideration given by mistake in 
defective form. Stowell v. Haslett 
contract fraudulent as to creditors; valid other- 
wise. Springer v. Drosch ‘iv, 142 ; 
part avoidance of conveyance where portion 
of land is fraudulently included. Bartlett 
v. Drake iii, 
purchase with intent to defraud creditors ; 
levy on the property ; question of estoppel 
to set up the fraud. ‘Briggs v. Merrill. . iii, 
recitals that deed is made under void judg- 
ment, not fatal to its validity. Ryan v. 
T omlinson iii, 
evidence of fraudulent intent in assignment 
ed business firm. Waverly N. Bank v. 
alsey 
taking conveyance in name of third person to 
defraud creditors. Hubble v. Osborn... . ii, 


fraudulent conversion cured by paying over 
roceeds to creditors or debtor. 
| 


Cramer v. 
coool 
intent immaterial where grantee is creditor. 
Chase v, Walters i, 
what constitutes fraud. Leach v. Francis. .i, 
bey a to fraud to avoid deed. Howe 
v.H i 
—- conveyance to wife, ete. 
fraudulent conveyance to wife ; judgment not 
to be taken against her personally. Phipps 
v. Sedgwick 
void conveyance by inso!vent to wife. Fisher 
v. Henderson 
when notes taken pay able to wife and daugh- 
ter are subject to debts. Freeman v. Burn- 


fraudulent assignment of debt to wife. Reppy 
v. Repp 
settlement set aside under 13 Elizabeth, 
though there was no intention to defraud. 
Freeman v. Pope i 
undue influence ; see also insanity. 
spiritualism as a means of undue influence. 
Leighton v. Orr (with notes) i 
setting aside conveyance for undue influence, 
Platt v. Platt ix, 
what amounts to undue influence. Anthony 
v. Hutchins ii 
presumptions from relation of parties. Cowee 
v. Cornell 
Frauds, statute of; see statute of frauds. 
Fraudulent representations ; see fraud; false pre- 
tenses ; sale; negotiable paper, ete. 
Fruit; see crops ; real property. 
Funerals ; see burial and burial places. 
Game, 
connected topics: animals ; embezzlement. 
reservation of rights of sporting to lord of 
manor under inclosure act. Sowerby v. 
Smith 
charge of stealing dead bird; proof of a 
ing up in dying state. Reg. v. Roy 


connected topic : wagers. 
game played for money’s worth ; English act. 
Bew v. Horston 
betting at banking game; California act. Ah 
Yem, ex parte 
game of skill ey for prize, held gaming 
under English act 
offense of being common gambler ; evidence. 
State v. Melville : 


PAGE 
McKibbin * 


iv, 317 


iv, 251 
iii, 338 


174 


131 


iheaebinaed xviii, 395 


xviii, 519 
xviii, 519 
Bew v. Harston. .xviii, 236 
xvii, 364 
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Gaming — continued. 

knowledge as an element of guilt. 
Davies (with notes) 

‘* suffering ” gaming on one’s premises ; Eng- 
lish act. Redgate v. Haynes. .......xiii, 

ene to be used for betting 

oglish betting-house act. 

v. ye Shefiel T. Council 

cheating at dice ; replevin for property lost. 

odge v. Sexton (with notes) 


connected topic: attachment. 

validity of act requiring sworn account from 

rnishee. Vaughan v. Furlong 

priority of assignment over foreign attach- 
ment. Tracy v. McCarty 

garnishing city for wages due employee. 
Highland v. Galveston xvi, 

money not attachable in hands of state treas- 
urer. Lodor v. Baker....... xvi, 104; xv, 

lien of attachment in Vermont. Peck, re, xvi, 

debts between judgment creditor and gar- 
nishee, under English common-law pro- 
cedure act. Sampson v. Seaton R. R...xi, 

notice ; certificate from person served under 
New York code. O’Brien v. M. & J. 
Ins. Co 

action by sheriff to recover debt attached in 
hands of third party. Lanning v. Streeter, 

iii, 

right of garnishee to appropriate fund to his 

~ debt. Farmers’ Bank v. Franklin 


affidavits under Wisconsin act ; delivery of 
property to sheriff. Orton v. Noonan... A, 
demand by officer on garnishee; allegations 
in scire facias. Mitchell v. Shelton 
Gas companies, 
connected topics: corporations ; 
corporations ; negligence. 
taxing gas company on gas furnished free. 
Pittsburgh Gas Co. v. Pittsburgh 
liability of gas company for escape of gas 
from pipes not properly supported by city 
while excavating street. Butcher v. Prov- 
idence Gas Co. (in full) 
use of highway; condition of furnishing 
cheap gas. Worcester G. Co. v. Worcester 
(remarked on) 
right of gas gd to create nuisance. 
People v. N. Y. Gas-L. Co 
explosion caused by candle carried near de- 
fective pipe by workman. Burrows v. 
March Gas, etc., Co i 
General average, 
connected topics: shipping and admiralty ; 
insurance (marine). 
re-shipment, port charges, etc., when subject 
for general average. Atwood v. Sellar, xx, 
what amounts to general average loss. Rob- 
inson v. Price.. -Xv, 
destruction of merchandise by water to ex- 
tinguish fire inship. Stewart v. West Ind. 
&P. St. Co. (with notes) ii 
agreement for adjustment of loss according 
to British custom. Stewart v. West Ind. 


muneipal 


average adjuster not liable for negligence. 
Tharsis, etc., Co. v, Loftus 

perils of sea; defective rudder. The Emu., ii, 

** general average as per foreign statement ” ; 
“‘ warranted free from average unless gen- 
eral”; voyage broken up in way port. 
Mavro v. Ocean Ins, Co 

when general average contribution pupa. 
Fowler v. Rathbone 

contribution for spars used for fuel, etc. 
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35 
» at 


P 303 


311 


71 
258 
164 


61 


iii, 310 
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General average—continued. 





PAGE, 

foreign average statement. Harris v. Scara- 
manga 

general average as per foreign statement ; 
voyage broken up at way port; 
ment. Mavro v. Ocean Ins. Co 


see also, advancements ; 
see devise and legacy. 


as to gifts by will, 


in general. 


gift of savings bank deposit; what does not 
amount to. Taylor v. Henry (in full). .xx, 

promissory note payable after death ; when 
invalid. Warren v. Durfee 57 

gift of savings bank deposit; evidence ; 
transfer of bank-book. Davis v. Ney..xix, 96 

what gifts are valid as charities. Goodell v. 
Children’s Home iii, 18 

deposit in trust for donee, donor keeping con- 
trol. Stone v. Bishop (with notes)....xviii, 462 

deposit taken in trust for relative not in- 
formed. Martin v. Funk (in full)... .xviii, 

revocation of gift for benefit of third Poviit 
Grenier v. Leroux ... 

transfer of stock to donee on books of com- 
pany. Roberts’ appeal 

invalidity of gifts by testator to solicitor. 
(Eng.) Morgan v. Minett 

bank account taken as trustee for another, 
when an absolute gift. Minor v. Rogers, 


gift of account due. Gray v. Barton 
declarations made afterward may be admissi- 
ble on question as to loan or gift. Doty v. 
DENCE NS car nndiesSindascnsmadoenenn vi, 
gift of bank-book a gift of deposits. Camp’s 
appeal (with notes) v, 594, 384 ; iii, 
putting money in savings bank to credit of 
donee. Gardner v. Merritt 
presuming acceptance. De Levellain v. 
deposits in savings bank to credit of donees : 
death of donor. Gardner v. Merritt 
gift of promissory note without indorsement. 
ing v. Merchant ii, 


gifts causa mortis. 


death of maker of check a revocation of gift. 
Simmons v. Cincinnati 8, Society (with 


indorsement of note with right of revocation 
reserved. Hassell v. Basket (with notes), 
xviii. 

gift by one expecting to die in recompense 
for services, not revocable. McCarty v. 


bank receipt indorsed and handed to third 
person for donee. Moore v. Ulster B. the 
(with notes) 

gift of check payable after death ; pass- vo 4 
on savings-bank. Curry v. Powers. . . xvi, 

validity of gift of checks not presented to 
bank till after death. Rolls v. Pierce — 
notes) 

note made payable to plaintiff but not deliv. 
ered. Rupert v. Johnston xv, 433 

what is completed gift of shares of stock, 
Foster v. Roberts xv, 272 

question whether deceased to be presumed 
insolvent at time of gift. McLean v. 
POR, 9: ccs. ereccaneepmmceaiacesdale xv, 127 

note given to housekeeper for services = 
before death. Earl v. Peck i, 431 

gifts mortis causa, Walsh v. Kennedy (with 
GONE, 0:0 cinevicncenccatinbaneees . xiii, 340 

bond indorsed to be given by executors to A. 
Zimmerman v. Streeper............- .-xi, 190 
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Gift—continued. 
requisites of gift of stock causa mortis. 
Grymes v. Hone vi, 
imperfect gift not binding on donor’s execu- 
tors. Blair v. Grant iv, 
gift causa mortis, New Haven N. Bank v. 
Balcom ; ii, 
note given before death for services ; amount 
due for services need not be equal to note. 
Worth v. Case ii, 
what will pass by gift ; certificates of stock ; 
coupon bonds. alsh v. Sexton 
-will, 
connected topics : partnership ; physicians ; 
statute of frauds. 
making separate valuation of ‘“ good-will” as 
art of partnership effects. Reynolds v. 
ullock xix, 
purchase of good-will of bakery. Lewis v. 
Seabury ii 
good-will included in ‘‘ estate and effects of 
partnership.” Steuart v. Gladstone. xviii, 
application of statute of frauds. Gottschalk 
v. Witter xiii, 
sale of good-will; duty of vendor. Grim v. 
Warner 


v. Holly 
included by words “effects and things” in 
partnership articles. Barrow v. Barrow, 
vii, 
sale of good-will; new business by vendor; 
soliciting customers of old business, La- 
bouchere v. Dawson v, 
criteria of property in good-will. Gyger’s 
appeal iii, 
effect of sale of, asagainst seller. Bradford 
v. Peckham i 

Governor, 
connected topics : constitutional law ; state 
office and officers. 

governor not liable to testify before grand 
jury as to official acts. Hartranft’s appeal 
NEN 6 Sos cbsceae. sadacs deme xvii, 
exemption of governor from control in exec- 
utive functions. St. Paul, etc, R. R. v, 


ix, 
N. Y. constitutional provisions as to power of 
governor to fill supreme court vacancies. 
People v. Fancher i 
return of bills to legislature by governor ; 
mandamus to governor. MHarpending v. 
Haight iv, 175; iii, 
the veto power ; manner of returning vetoed 
bill to legislature. Harpending v. Haight, 
iii, 
Grand jury ; see jury. 
Guaranty, 
connected topics: sureties ; negotiable instru- 
ments ; statute of frauds ; parol contracts 
and evidence ; factors. 
notice of acceptance of guaranty ordinarily 
not necessary. Penn’a Coal Co. v. Blake, 


Xx, 


contract of guaranty mailed to another state 
and there signed, a foreign contract. Milli- 
ken v. Pratt (in full) xix, 
indorsement after maturity to obtain further 
indulgence for maker, held a guaranty. 
Rivers v. Thomas i 
guaranty of collection; legal remedy must 
be exhausted against maker, though insolv- 
ent. Bosman v. Akeley (in full)...xix, 88, 
guarantor of non-negotiable note not entitled 
to demand and notice. Cordier v. Thomp- 
GER ccecscecces PS bdcvcdeaceedeeccses x 


17 


PAGE. 


373 
207 


811 


221 


140 


viii, 498 


Guaranty — continued. 
guarantee of certificate of deposit, where 
credit is indefinite; notice to guarantor. 
Hooker v. Gooding xviii, 
whether guaranty for goods furnished applied 
to past transactions. Morrell v. Cowan, xvii, 
implication of person to take advantage of ; 
several liability of guarantors. Douglass 
v. Titusville Bank xvi, 
question whether guaranty applicable to 
goods previously furnished. Wood v. 
Chambers xv, 
when direct and not collateral undertaking. 
Studebacker v. Cody 
contracts of guaranty distinguished from 
suretyship. Sitgreaves v. Griffith (with 
notes) xiv, 
reissue of guaranteed bonds ; company liable 
on guaranty. Arnot v. Erie R. R xiv, 
duty of pursuing original debtor. Roberts v. 
Riddle xiv, 
duty of pursuing maker before suing guaran- 
tor. Mosier v. Waful... i, 
guarantor not released by taking collateral 
security. Penny v. Manufacturing Co. (with 
notes) xiii, 
extent of guaranty of advances, where a 
eneral mutual account is carried on. 
enniker v. Wigg xi, 
guarantor of drafts for cattle bound by drafts 
of hogs. Decatur Bank v. Home Savings 
Bank i 
question whether liability was direct or as 
guarantor. Olney v. Van Heusen 5 
benefit of continuing guaranty for servant’s 
honesty lost by keeping him after discover- 
ing dishonest acts. Phillips v. Foxall (with 
notes) vii, 
guarantors held liable to contribute to pay- 
ment of note under special agreement. 
Edsell v. Briggs iv, 
guaranty of interest on bond not applicable 
after maturity. Hamilton v. Van Rens- 


of note; 
demand and notice. Clay v. erton, .iv, 
right of guarantor consenting to extension of 
time, to object to further extension, Hunt 
v. Roberts i 
effect of creditor taking accepted order on 
another for debt due. Burnham v. Hub- 
PO cca acecetedtnadcens eased eel -iv, 
necessity of proving consideration for guar- 
anty, though not necessary to be expressed. 
(N. Y.) Patchen v. Brown : iii, 
contract of guaranty and suretyship distin- 
guished. McMillen v. Bull’s H. Bank... ii, 
taking new bond from makers as collateral 
security. Remsen v. Graves i 
guarantor estopped to deny capacity of makers. 
Remsen v. Graves i 
continuing guaranties. Coles v. Pack 
implied guaranty of quality of labor and 
materials furnished. Van Hovenburgh v. 
RIT os iccesccsicesicence MPP rs Br i, 
Guardian and Ward, 
connected topics: parent and child ; in- 
fancy ; insanity ; sureties ; judicial sale. 
guardian liable for selling for his own benefit 
tax title to infant’s lands. Spelman, re, xviii, 
jurisdiction of supreme court over guardian 
appointed by county court. (N. Y.) Spel- 
- man, re 
dealings by guardian with ward’s property. 
Kepler v. D 
powers of guardian ; releasing claim for tres- 
ass on ward’s land; waste by guardian. 


consideration; absolute pee 
Edg 





orry v. Black.... xii, 


PAGE. 


235 
172 


54 


433 


136 
859 
332 


177 


* 82 


14 


23 


140 


109 


150 


857 


29 
441 


122 


416 
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Guardian and Ward—continued. 
reimbursing expenses incurred without 
authority, but for proper purpose. Brandon 
v. Brandon x, 
neglect of special guardian to account. Hunt 
v. Hunt viii, 
assumpsit against guardian for labor on ward’s 
buildings. Robinson v. Hersey. viii, 
powers of guardian ad litem ; ejectment for 
infant’s land. Leaton v. Davis 
equitable supervision of guardians’ contracts. 
Sherman v. Wright 
action by special guardian without making 
report or obtaining confirmation. Battel v. 
Torrey 
charging guardian compound interest ; credit 
for extraexpenditures. Sterling v. Balkum, 
vi, 
power of guardian to assign securities given 
on sale of infant’s land. Tuttle v. Henry, iv, 
removal of. McPhillips v. McPhillips. .. ..iii, 
change of ward’s domicile by guardian, Ander- 
son v. Anderson’s estate..............5- iii, 
guardians ad litem. Fall R.F. Co. v. Doty, ii, 
infaut parties in equity not bound by de- 
cree without guardian ad litem appointed. 
O’Hara v. McConnell xiv, 
action by, in his own name, for debt due 
ward, (N. Y.) Thomas v. Bennett 
power of testamentary guardian as against 
widow under laws of California, Lord v. 
Hough 
action 
sonal injuries. Baird v. Gillet 
notice necessary on application to appoint 
guardian. Hamilton v, North P, Court .i, 
Guest; see innkeepers. 
Habeas Corpus, 
connected topics : jurisdiction ; contempt ; 
constitutional law. 
refusal to review regularity of proceedings of 
tribunal having jurisdiction. Gorman’s 
petition ii 
when writ denied. Semler, re 
criminal proceedings of competent court not 
reviewable on Aabeas corpus, Parks, ex 
paris (im fall). ......ccccccvces. cove «es 
error does not lie to review order quashing 
writ. People v. Conner......... .. ..Xiv, 
not a substitute for writ of error. Van Ha. 
gan, ex parte iii 
office of writ; Tweed case. 
state courts without jurisdiction to entertain 
habeas corpus where detention is by Federal 
officer. Farble’s case (with notes),vi, 301 ; v, 
unconstitutionality of statute creating offense 
not a ground for discharge. Haines, re, iii, 
Handwriting ; 
connected topics: experts; evidence. 
comparison of; rules in court of claims. Moore 
v. United States.........:. 
proving handwriting by comparison. 
nett v. Mathews (with notes) 
comparison of writings ; letting jury take pa- 
pers. Hardy v. Norton 
comparison of, on question of forge "yi 
testimony. Goodyear v. Vosb urg! 
comparison of. Randolph v. Loughlin.. 
Chance v. Indianap., etc., Road Co. Ti 


et 


connected topics : enon 5 nuisance ; 
municipal corporat 

authority of New York. b board of health to 
regulate sale of kerosene. Metrop. Board 
v. Schmaacs.............. EOP: 
hts of health inspectors ‘as to removal of 
suffocated on cars. Underwood v. 

Green ............ 


ee ee 
, 


PAGE. 


331 
219 
142 
168 

60 


y guardian in name of infant for per- 
9 


51 


.i, 414 


Heirs ; see descent ; 





PAGE, 
devise und legacy ; record and 
registration. 


Highways and Bridges, 


as to boundary by highway, see deeds ; as 
to nuisances and defects, see below; also, 
municipal corporations ; other connected 
topics: turnpikes; plankroads; way ; 
certiorari ; negligence. 
in general. 

Maine statute as to injuries on highways to 
non-residents unconstitutional. Pearson v. 
Portland (remarked on)........ —ere 

rules of the road as to teams passing each 
other. Nearrow v. Ultech xix, 

mere cul de sac may become public way. 
Bartlett v. Bangor (with notes).... . xvii, 
public highway need not be thoroughfare ; 
may be cui de sac. State v. Bishop (with 
notes) xvi, 
right of pledgee of tolls to sue for them. 
Long v. Fox sz, 

bicyclist convicted of furious ‘‘ driving of a 
carriage.” Taylor v. Goodwin Sx, 

claim of right must accompany user by public 
to constitute highway. oe v. Mynatt 
(with notes) > xix, 62, 

laying out, etc.; acts of commissioners und other 
officers. 

action not maintainable for refusal of commis- 
sioners to enlarge culvert. Gould v. Booth, 

xiii, 45 
laying out; appeal from commissioners’ order; 
power of referees. People v. Harris .. xii, 
acts of commissioner not void for failure to file 
bond ; nor for interest in land affected by 
oraer. Foot ¥. Stiles .... 6 scescecss: xii, 
laying out street ; constitutional right to jury; 
ascertaining compensation by commission- 
ers. Menges v. Albany ... xi, 
alteration of road, when proceedings of com- 
missioners void. Miller v. Brown 65 

notice by applicant for highway. (N. Y) 
DEE ©, WOOO s 5 <0 nr ccndncennene 

laying out highway across railroad aaa. 
(N.Y.) B. & A. RK. R. v. Greenbush . . viii, 

inspection; toll penalties. Suydam v. Smith, 
viii, 2 
act allowing appeal from laying out of town 
highway. State v. Dexter......... viii, 
as to validity of order authorized but not 
Pe by all three commissioners. bate 


350 


329 


sunabliien of order establishing highway: 
Town v. Pitstrick vi, 
alteration of decision of referees within four 
years ; New York act. People v. Jones, xiii, 
certiorari to review proceedings of commis- 
sioners. People v. Wallace.... ....... T. 
assessment of damages; validity of New 
York act of 1845; duties of supervisor. 
Clark v. Miller 
taking land for town highway ; assent of two- 
thirds of legislature ; right of court to in- 
quire. People v. Marlborough Comm'rs, ix, 
laying out; proceedings of referees ; notice. 
People v. ‘Kniskern ix, 
right of overseers to take soil from side of 
ighway for improvements ; New York act 
as to shade trees. Anderson v. Van Tas- 


ei 
bag om former road held an alteration, not 


a laying out. People v. McNiel 

tion to repair under special pret 

. Y.) Phelps v. Hawley eee Vili, 282 
right of town surveyor to change traveled 

track in highway. Munson v. Mallory..v, 384 
liability of highway surveyor for widening 


“4 
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a * and Bridges— continued. 
et on own responsibility. Munson v. 
Mallory v, 384; iv, 
drinking of liquor by county commissioners 
during hearing ground for setting aside re- 

port, Newport Highway iii, 
liability of commissioners of highways for 
failure to repair. (N.Y) Hover v. Bark- 

oof ii 


authority of commissioners of highways. 
(N. Y.) Van Alstyne v. Freday 

committee to lay out; proceedings. 
Pond v. Milford 

discontinuance of highway. 

discontinuance of road as 
People v. Griswold 

discontinuance of highway. 
Clark 

legal and actual abolition of thoroughfare. 
Reg. v. Burney (with notes) xi, 

abandonment of highway; New York acts. 
Amsbry v. Hinds 

closing of streets ; effect on title of abutting 
owners Fearing v. Irwin 

compensation for discontinuance of —— 
People v. Ingham Superv’rs 

closing street; title reverts. 


“old.” (i. ¥.) 
xiv, 295; ix, 
Wheeler v. 


dedication. 
right of action for condition of dedication 
broken not assignable by grantor and heirs. 
Rich v. Rock Island 
laying out streets on map, when a dedication 
of lots sold. Clark vy. Elizabeth City, xviii, 
question of dedication. Bridges v. Wyckoff, 


PAGE. 


108 


497 


14 


167 


vi, 242 


72 


xiv, 27 


evidence of dedication. Words v. Kenyon, 

vii, 

dedication by acts and declarations. Bu- 
chanan v. Curtis 

question of rightto gravel and timber on dedi- 

cated street. Niagara Br, Co, v. Backman, 

iv, 

acceptance may be by using road for travel ; 

owner's declarations. Buchanan v. Curtis, 


171 


iv, 16 


when fee of land conveyed by highway passes 
totown, Taylor v. Danbury, etc., Co.,. .ii, 
what amounts to. Buchanan vy, Curtis... ..i, 
State v. Merrit i 


rights of adjoining owners ; encroachments, etc. 


152 
258 


i, 164 


right of adjoining owner to abate street affray - 


by force. State v. Davis XX, 
temporary use of highway by adjoining 
owner for building materials. Mallory v. 
Griffey ii 
encroachments on highway; prescriptive 
claim to maintain. Pettis v. Johnson (with 


question of encroachment by 
Philadelphia's 


line of street ; 
ornamental columns, etc. 


action for statutory penalty for not removing 
obstructions. (N. Y.) Christy v. Newton, 
iv, 

right of adjoining owner to cut down trees 
on sidewalk, (N.Y.) Lancaster v. Richard- 


duties of town after forty years’ user. 
ley v. Ludlow 

conveying lot on street without interest in 
soil of highway passing. Chicago v. Rum- 


sey 
damages refused for injury to adjacent prop- 
erty caused by change of grade. Pontiac 


236 


37 


, 198 


17 





Highways and Bridges—continued. YAGE. 
exception of higiuway in deed of land. Munn 
v. Worrall viii, 411 
boundary on line of street ; change of line by 
city authorities. Wallace v. vii, 391 
nuisances, defects, etc. ; neglect of authorities. 
see also, municipal corporations, 
liability for obstruction placed in road, though 
injury directly occasioned by another per- 
son moving it. Clark v. Chambers (with 
notes) xvii, 458 ; (in full), id. 505 
liability for horse frightened by leaving arti- 
cles for city water-worksin highway. Ben- 
nett v Lowell (with notes) xviii, 808 
to what uses public authorities may put high- 
way. Stoudinger v. Newark (with notes), 
xv, 
question of natural or ‘necessary consequence 
of neglect to keep road in repair according 
to contract. Fisher v. Asphalte Co... .xiv, 
injunction to restrain unlawful erection over 
street line, Blanchard v. Reyburn = 


362 


266 


horse running away in consequence of break- 
age cnmeall by defect. Baldwin v. a 
woods Turnpike Co 

ordinance allowing gas company to w 
on condition of rege gas as cheap as 
in other cities named. Worcester B. Co. = 
Worcester (remarked on) 

erection of soldiers’ monument in street with. 
out consent of adjoining owner. panes 

authorizing market in public street. epee = 

Laverack 


annie, ; negligence. 
see also, municipal corporationa. 
use of sidewalk for stands, booths, etc. (with 


xx, 

liability of city owner for open coal-hole on 
sidewalk. Clifford v. Dam 

walking on icy sidewalk unnecessarily con- 


tributory negligence. Scheffer v. A 4 
dusky 

falling into hole in sidewalk while walking 
fast at night. Elgin v. Renwick..... xviii, 

right of public to stand on iron grating form- 
ing part of street. Stewart v. Alcorn, xiii, 

owner not liable for injury from snow on 
sidewalk, notwithstanding city ordinance. 
Flynn v. ‘Canton Co. (with notes) 

liability for accumulation of snow and ice on 
sidewalk. McLaughlin v. Corry (with 


contribution between counties jointly bound 
to repair bridge. Armstrong County v 
Clarion County (with notes) v, 
contribution for town bridges. re v. 
Whalen 
bridges built between towns ; liability “ae 
cost. (N. Y.) Lapham v. Ri x, 1 
right of one suffering special damage to en- 
join erection of public bridge ewe | 
undertaken. Potter v. Menasha.. - viii, 
action for diversion of tolls from plaintiff's 
bridge by nuisance, Chenango Bridge Co. 
i vii, 
laying out private bridge as highway ; ap- 
a of damages, etc. Haverhill B. 
ropr. v. County Comm’rs 
enforcing obligation of Ty towns to re- 
pair bridges. (N. Y.) Cory v. Rice... .iii, 
wer of highway commissioners as to 
bridges, under New York act of 1857. Har- 
Te F. TOME. 6. cccadseses ii, 894 
Hiring ; see bailments. 


800 
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Holiday PAGE. | Homestead—continued. PAGE. 


8, 
validity of ministerial acts of clerk of court ; 
docketing judgment on holiday. Worth- 
ington, re (with notes), xvi, 63; siv, 158; 
see also, xv, 31; xvi, 


Homestead, 


see also, judicial sale ; bankruptcy and in- 
solvency (exemptions). 
some constitutional questions. 
homestead exempt from judgment in favor of 
United States. Salentine v. Fink. ...xx, 
validity of North Carolina exemptions, Earl 
v. Hardee 
invalidity of state law increasing homestead 
exemption retrospectively. Wilson  yv. 
. xvii, 191 
debt contracted before passage of law barring 
remedy ; new promise. Woodlie v. Towles, 
xvii, 
validity of the federal homestead act. Hus- 
sell v. Lowth (with notes) i 
effect on exemption of extension of a 
limits. Barber v. Roraback (in full).. 
effect of extension of city limits on com 
homestead. (Texas.) Young, re 
Georgia homestead laws unconstitutional as 
to exemptions. Gunn v. Barry 


miscellaneous. 


liability of homestead in Iowa for debts of 
occupant. Rutt v. Howell xx, 38 

effect of setting apart homestead as exempt 
in bankruptcy proceedings. Darsey v. 
Mumpford 

converting non-exempt into exempt property. 
Burton v. Webb 

proceeds of crop given on homestead land not 
exempt. Citizens’ N. Bank v. Green (in 
a At bank h eed adteak: aamenwale xvii, 

what constitutes a family. Howard v. Mar- 
shall ii 

interest of tenant in common in Nevada. 
Swearinger, re ii 

money fraudulently put 
Johnson v. May 

right of bachelor to homestead exemption. 

iley v. Comings 

right of grantor to homestead where convey- 

ance set aside for fraud of creditors. Shipe 


wife not entitled in premises mortgaged be- 
fore becoming homestead. Gibson v. Mun- 
dell xvi, 

wife not entitled to homestead in land pur- 
chased by husband in fraud of creditors. 
NIE OUD. on Gdnticbedadoigades ened XV, 

fraudulent transfer of property held in —_ 
of. Tracy v. Cover 

proceeds of, not subject to general yt ee of 
estate. Johnson v. Harrison 357 


, 257 
, 148 
31 


what A ue rn not to be claimed as a 
ste: 

boat not to be held as homestead. y Fo 
v. Ward 413 


right lost by fraudulent conveyance, Cowan 


v. Johnson xiv, 316 
what may be held as. Wright, re. -Viii, 331 
homestead exemption mig Tost by delay to 

claim. Bartholemew v. ii, 410 
right of bankrupt to emenpood in land 

fraudulently conveyed by him. Smith v. 

Keh i, 277 
fraudulent concealment of declaration of 

homestead. Haake, re............ »..-.Vi, 261 





what is exempt ; contemplated future home- 
stead. Coolidge v. Wells : , 416 
abandonment. Robb v. McBride 
bill to protect; wife a proper party. Shoe- 
maker v. Gardner , 885 
California laws; tests of homestead ; siting 
off. Delaney’ 8 estate 
loss of right by abandonment ; 
grantee to grantor; rights of children. 
Buck v. Conlogue 335, 336 


Homicide, 


connected topics: drunkenness ; insanity ; 
criminal law ; res geste; bail; arrest ; 
assault, 


in general, 


jurisdiction of New Jersey courts where vic- 
tim of mortal blow dies in another state. 
Hunter v. State (with notes).. ~<a 287 
use of deadly weapons; intent; dying decla- 
rations; character. State v. Sullivan...xx, 56 
homicide during altercation ; dangerous weap- 
ons. Nettles, ex parte xix, 442 
malice not implied from use of deadly 
weapon. Ferris v. Commonwealth... xix, 183 
inferring intent from use of deadly weapon. 
Lenehan v. Commonwealth 
death by mortal stroke ; unskillful treatment. 
State v. Bantley (with notes) 
xviii, 
death from wound not necessarily mortal. 
State v. Morphy (with notes).......... ix, 253 
death by striking against chair when knocked 
down. Commonwealth v. McAfee 63 
killing another in unsuccessful attempt at 
suicide. Commonwealth v. Mink (with 
xviii, 443 
killing officer illegally attempting to arrest 
not murder xviii. 238 
killing police officer attempting unlawful ar- 
rest only manslaughter. Rafferty v. Peo- 
ple (with notes) 159 
premeditation. Roman v. § = 
i, 4 
infanticide ; when life legally begins. 
v. Winthrop (with notes) 
manslaughter by causing collision of vessels. 
State v. Sutton 
proof by prosecution of other acts of violence 
near time of killing. State v. Pike....xv, 
evidence of previous quarrels between pris- 
oner and deceased. Pound v. State ....vi, 357 
provocation. Murray v. Commonwealth, ‘xiv, 331 
provocation reducing degree of offense. 
Lynch v. Commonwealth ii, 150 
remarks on the Stokes case vii, 8371; ix, 60 
murder while engaged in robbery ; deliberate 
and premeditated killing. (N. H.) State 
v. Pike 15 
killing one flying from arrest. Williams v. 
State 
killing B. accidentally while endeavoring to 
kill A. Reg. v. Supple 
careless handling of kerosene lamp causing 
death. Statev. Wissler. ............. iv, 
murder by one of two persons conspiring to 
rob is murder by the other. Miller v. 


rule as to measure of proof where justitica. 
tion set up. People v. Schry ver 

shooting of prisoner arresting without war- 
rant. Brooks v. Commonwealh 

statutory action for wrongful shooting of ten- 
ant resisting landlord’s entry. Fraser v. 
Freeman 

presumption from use of deadly weapons. 
Coma V. BORO. ccccccccccccccccee aadada ii, 
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Homicide—continued. PAGE. 
—- and abandonment of child, Reg. v. 
alkingham 
homicide in self-defense. 
self-defense ; pointing gun in threatening 
manner. People v. Anderson i 
justifiable homicide; duty as to retreating 
when threatened. State v. Kennedy... vi, 
other cases. Darling v. Williams i 
Erwin v. State i, 
Pistorious v.Commonwealth, xv, 
degrees of offense. 
conviction of lesser offense on charge of mur- 
der. Buckner v. Commonwealth .... xix, 
murder in second degree. (N. Y.) Blake v. 
People 
indictment for murder after conviction for 
manslaughter. Reg. v. Tancock (with notes), 
xiii, 
murder ; conviction on lesser grade of homi- 
cide. (N. Y.) McNevins v. People 
murder in second degree. (N. Y.) People v. 
Hand. 
pleading and practice. 
vagueness in indictment for murder. State v. 


variance ; want of evidence of christian name 
of deceased. Penrod v. People....... xix, 
separate trials on joint indictment; —- 
State v. Doolittle Zz, 
joint defendants ; aiding and abetting. on 
monwealth v. Roberts............ err: 2 
surplusage in verdict of manslaughter. 
Traube v. State 
indictment for shooting. Commonwealth v. 
Costley 
place of offense ; 
admissible variations in indictment ; 
tions and confessions. Miller v. State...i 
evidence. 
when character of deceased may be proved. 
Hudson v. State XX, 
relutive positions of parties ; based on testi- 
mony as to course of bullet in body of 
deceased, not subject for medical expert. 
People v. Smith 
self-defense; threats of deceased not communi- 
cated to slayer. Rogers vy. State 
declarations in presence of prisoner before 
murder admissible to show conspiracy. 
Duffy v. Commonwealth xix, 
opinion of witness as to danger of defendant 
excluded. State v. Rhoads 
effect of threats by deceased. Green v. Com- 
.aonwealth , 257 
threats. People v. Scoggins i, 360 
uncorroborated confessions not sufficient 
proof of corpus delicti. State v. German 
ery eer ee xii, 
physician’s testimony as to cause of death 
where there were several wounds. Eggler 
-X, 
Murrell v. State, 
vii, 
death of another party at prisoner’s house 
from effects of same kind of poison. — 
ner v. Commonwealth 
evidence of good character. 


78 
63 
76 


405 
variance. Carlisle v. State, ii, 356 
declara- 


i, 137 


236 


78 


escape as evidence of guilt. 


statements made by prisoner as witness at 
coroner’s inquest. Teachout v. People, i, 

motive; connection of prisoner with criminal 
organization ; credit due testimony of de- 
tective. Campbell v. Commonwealth, xvi, 

motive ; evidence of suits by deceased against 
defendant. Murphy v. People. 


Homicide—continued. 
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exclusion of testimony of wife in behalf of 
prisoner. (N. Y.) ilke v, People.....ix, 174 
dying declarations. \ 


PAGE. 
dying declarations; when admissible. State 
v. Harper...... ae yore a | 
Binte. v. Dicinseds..cccccossccscess ...Xv, 357 
Commonwealth v,. Roberts.... .......-ix, 15 
Miller v. Btate. .. 2.060000 issece oosacea, Se 
People v. Perry.. 438 
insanity as a defense. 
see also, insanity. 
law as to insane impulse, 
(remarked on) .... 
White v. State 
burden of proof as to sanity. Lynch v. Com- 
MODWORITN. 6 6. cc 0.sccsis eit 


Sawyer v. 7 


54 
44 


150 


Horses ; see animals ; bailment. 
Hotels ; 
Husband and wife ; see marriage. 

Hypothecation; see shipping and admiralty ; 


see innkeepers. 


pledge ; stocks 


Ice, 


connected topics: water and water-courses, 
ete. 
ice already formed on pond held personal, 
not real estate. Higgins v. Kusterer (in 
fail)... 
contract for ice; testimony of experts as to 
change of condition in harvested ice. Rich 
xix, 480 
property in ungathered ice in non- navigable 
stream. Myer v. Whitaker (in full), xviii, 121 
128 


271 


contract for supply of, construed; stipulated 
damages. Kemp v. Knickerbocker Ice Co., 
xv, 310 
ice contract ; stipulation as to abatement of 
guaranty ‘to be delivered, in case of short 
crop. Knickerbocker Ice Co. v. Winch, ix, 411 
property on ice in flowing streams. State v. 
Pattmeyer . iii, 886 
Idiots ; see insunity. 
Ignorance ; see mistake ; fraud. 
Illegal contracts, 
see also, interest and usury; restraint of 
trade ; liquors; wagers; forbearance ; 
stocks ; elections ; champerty ; conflict of 
laws, 
past cohabitation not an unlawful considera- 
tion for bond. Brown v. Kinsey xx, 393 
vulidity of deed in consideration of past 
adulterous intercourse, Bivins v. Jarnagin 
(with notes) . 
notice of a consideration ; discount in 
sale of note. Cook v. Weirman 
action for threshing grain ; defense that ma- 
chine used had rods, etc., unboxed, (lowa.) 
Dillon v. Allen (with notes)..... saser 
promise to pay mail contractor for doin 
tract work void. Putnam v. W 


ee eee cote eee 


con- 
bury, 
xviii, 338 
money promised to agent to use influence con- 
trary to employer’s interests. Harrington 
v. Victoria Dock Co xviii, 457 
rule imposed by railroad company on vessels 
delivering coal as to employment of work- 
men, held unlawful. Johnson v. Tons of 
Coal -...- XViii, 
agreement to let hall for lectures attacking 
christianity not enforceable. Pringle v. 


176 


99 
434 


sale of diseased sheep contrary to statute. 
Caldwell v, Budall 
action by principal for use of premises leased 
by agent for ——- purposes, Stanley v. 
Chamberlain 
locus penitentia ; recovering back money paid 
on incomplete illegal contract. Knowlton 
v. Congress, etc., Co. (in full)... ....xvii, 10 
immoral contracts not enforceable. Wight v. 
AMAR 0.0 0.0.5.0.0.0:00. 06 00:0000.00600060R0ily Mae 


171 
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Mlegal contracts — continued. 
agreement of corporation to give e -¢-— 
if employee would buy stock, voi oyes 
v. Marsh 
cause of action arising from violation of law. 
Smiths v. Rollins 
agreement to buy stock to control company 
and elect officers. Jacobs v. Miller... .xv, 
illegal contract to forestall coal market. 
Arnott v. P. & E. Coal Co xv, 
agreement to induce principal to discharge 
attorney and take another. Byrd v. Hughes, 
xv, 
contracts void where made non-enforceable 
elsewhere. Kennedy v. Cochrane 
action on account containing both — and 
illegal charges. Goodwin v. Clark . 
contract of wife not to oppose divorce. “Kix 
born v. Field 
agreement to perform services as sheriff for 
ross sum in lieu of fees. Gilman v. ™ 
oines R. R. (remarked on) 
stipulations for costs above legal standard. 
Burk v. Web 
ore of ferry monopoly. Hall v. Minturn, x, 
obbying contracts. Burke v. Child (with 
notes) i 
contract to refund expenses of procuring act 
of legislature. Bohm v. Goldstein ....ix, 
agreement to procure substitute in case of be- 
ing drafted for army. O’Hare v. Carpen- 
viii, 
action for work and materials on house de- 
signed for gambling purposes. Michael v. 
Bacon (with notes) vii, 
marrige brokerage contract held void. Craw- 
fo 
consideration in part lawful, and in part for 
goods sold unlawfully. Warren v. Chap- 
man (remarked on) 
agreement to prevent competition at auction 
sale of infant’s land. Wheeler v. Wheeler, v, 
contract void not to bid at foreclosure sale. 
Brockett v. Wyman 
contract to build school-house by school 
director void. Pickett v. School District, v, 
ee to effect corner in stocks. Sampson 


ote given for using personal influence with 
commanding general to obtain mitigation of 
sentence of guerilla. Thompson v. Whar- 


promissory note given for loan of Guntehemts 
notes void; renewal note also void. Hale 


validity of ‘note by convicted prisoner for 


umount of fine. Stonington v. Powers. .v, 

contract in violation of foreign law. Hall v. 
Costello 

when action maintainable to recover money 
held by depositary under illegal contract. 
Woodworth v. Bennett 

secret agreement for preferei:e on condition 
of influencing other creditors to join in 
composition. Bliss v. Mallison iii, 

services in training horse for race on — 
money was bet. Mosher v. Griffin.. 

illegal contracts made by agent treated ~ 
principals. Pulver v. Burke i, 

detinue for bank note deposited to secure 
money advanced for immoral a 
Taylor v. Chester. . 

in reference to criminal proceedings. 

agreement a ery to obtain pe unish- 
ment for rosecuted. ght v. 
Rindskopf.. Yok 11 (with Fines vavill, 

illegality of note and mortgage given to in- 


PAGE, 


i, 318 
xv, 516 


188 
289 


148 
67 
67 





Illegal contracts—continued. 
duce discontinuance of prosecution for 
felony. Henderson v. Palmer (with notes), 

xvii, 
action to recover money paid to induce de- 
fendant to abandon prosecution of third 
person. Davis v. London, etc., Ins. Co. 
(with notes) i 
note given - suppress criminal prosecution. 
Morrill v. enow 
notes in ede a of promise to petition 
for mitigation of sentence of criminal void. 
Buck v. First N. Bank (with notes)... .xii, 
note and mortgage made to stop prosecution 
of maker’s son, held void. Henderson v. 
Palmer (remarked on) wee: 8 
compounding felony as consideration. Co- 
MCI oa Sk ssbae 408espa waned. 2, 
agreement to recommend nol. pros. against 
indicted defendant, on consideration of his 
testifying. Nickelson v. Wilson 
in reference to public contracts. 
collusion between bidders for public work. 
Atcheson v. Mallon (with notes) 
when agreement between bidders on public 
contract is valid. Breslin v. Brown....xi, 
partnership agreement between bidders for 
ublic contract illegal, Woodworth v. 
nnett > 
secret agreement between bidders for collec- 
tion of town taxes. Atcheson v. Mallon, 
ii, 457; v, 
public officers, etc. 
assignment of salary of public officer for 
future services void. Billings v. O’Brien, 
Viii, 
employment of relative of government agent 
to obtain contract. Southard v. Boyd. . viii, 
check given for fees of assignee in bankruptcy 
inexcessoflegalrate. Cowing v. Altman, viii, 

Illegitimate children; see bastards ; devise and 

legacy. 

Impairing of contracts ; see constitutional law. 

Imprisonment; see arrest and imprisonment. 

Improvements; see real property ; landlord and 

tenant ; vendor and purchaser adverse pos- 
session ; statute of frauds. 

Incest, 
connected topics: criminal law, ete, 

attempt to commit. Cox vy. People 

Income tax ; see internal revenue. 

Incumbrances ; 
connected topics: vendor and purchaser ; 

covenants ; real property ; deeds ; record 
and registration, etc. 

notice of incumbrances ; certificate of clerk 
no protection to purchaser having other 
knowledge. Wood v. Krebbs 

lien for improvements an incumbrance. 
Smith v. Carney 

public highway not an incumbrance. 
v. Eve (with notes) 

purchaser taking quit-claim without equita- 
ble remedy on discovery of incumbrance. 
Whittemore v. Farrington 

compensation for partial 
Knowles v. Kennedy xv 

question whether taxes were a lien and breach 
of covenant against incumbrances. Barlow 
v. N. ¥. St. N. Bank (in full) i 

assessment for local improvements. 
ster v. Murphy 

fraudulent representations in sale of real 
estate as to incumbrances ; running of stat- 
ute of limitations, Northrup vy. Hill. .xi, 

covenant not to have been party or priv 
incumbrances; prior conveyance, Clifford 
We a on6edces becdesewsncesecdans x, 


failure of title. 


PAGE, 


63 


xx, 317 





Incumbrances — continued. 
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heirs cannot sue on covenant against incum- 
brances broken during mannan — Frink 

i , 129; iv, 382 

right of way of railroad an scemeabneaoen. 
Beach v. Miller iv, 
measure of damages for incumbrances on 


premises sold, Graves v. Spear 130 


Indemnity, 


connected topics: sureties ; 
bond. 

implied contract of indemnity ; act done at 
another’s request to damage of third party. 
Dugdale v. Lovering (with notes)...xi, 279, 

against suit; what damages recoverable 
Ripley v. Moseley .. 

bond of indemnity against note; action by 
payee. Qurk v. Ridge ........ 

Indexing ; see record and registration. 


guaranty ; 


Indians, 


connected topics: state ; constitutional law, 

ete. 
jurisdiction of state over crimes by Indians on 
reservation. State v. Doxtater. ....... Ss, 
status of Indians and of half-breeds. Rey- 
nolds, ex parte (with notes), xvii, 479; (in 
full) xviii, 
Indians not connected with tribe and paying 
taxes, citizens, and entitled to vote. (N. Y.) 
United States v. Elm xvii, 
what is Indian country ; liability of military 
officer seizing goods outside. Baker v. 

Clark 
treaties by gov ernment with Indians within 
state boundaries xiv, 
right of Indians to cut timber on public land 
occupied by them. United States v. Cook, 

x, 350 


Indictment ; see criminal law. 


Indorsers ; see negotiable instruments. 


Infancy, 


see also, children, and topics there referred 
to ; as to enlistment, see army ; bounties ; 
as to custody, see parent and chiid. 
see also, domicile; master and servant ; 
jury ; liquors ; miscellaneous ; custody. 
discretion of court as to temporary custody. 
Welch, matter of y 
see further, parent and child ; divorce. 
rights of unborn children. Emery’s estate, re 
(with notes) i 
what are necessaries, 
(with notes) 
Ryder v. Wombwell 
adjudication of bankruptcy against infant. 
Derby, matter of vi, 422; viii, 
religious education of wards of court. 
Hawksworth v. Hawksworth iv, 204, 
warrant of infant justice void. Golding’s 
petition (with notes)............. ice. 
commitment of minors to industrial schools, 
under Wisconsin act. Milwaukee Ind. 
School v. Milwaukee éseac ct, 
what amounts to negligence by infants. 
see also, railroads ; negligence. 
injury to young child allowed by parents to 
go into street. Cosgrove v. Ogden....vii, 59 
negligence of infant’s custodian as affecting 
ather’s right to recover. Bellefontaine = 
R. v. Snyder 288 
care required of infant in street and of his 
guardian. Lynch v. Smith.. ii, 80 
rights and liabilities ; disaffirming contracts, etc. 
right of infant to disaffirm contract ; return 
of money paid, Miller v, Smith... .. xx, 
non-liability on contracts not affected by in- 
fant’s false representations, Whitcomb v. 
cvcccocccccsces 6B, OO 


412 


PAGE’ | Infancy — continued. 





recovery by minor of money voluntarily paid 
under contract. Shurtleff v. Millard (in 
full) . Xix, 
infant liable to surety paying fine and costs 
for him in criminal proceeding, Dial v. 
Wood 
the distinction between void and voidable 
acts (with notes) 
laws authorizing infant to sue 
naine not operative outside of state. 
CDOs 0 50 étnknn eas 
avoiding deed executed by infant to obtain 
necessaries, Martin v. Gale......... xv, 
disaffirming deed without repaying purchase- 
money “Dill v. Bowen. s BY, 
action not maintainable by ‘infant abandoning 
service entered into under void agreement, 
Abbott v. Inskip xv, 84, 
infancy not a defense to action on recogni- 
zance in criminal proceeding against de- 
fendant Weatherwax v,. State y 
liable in tort for ill-treatment of hired horse, 
Walley v. Holt (with notes) 
right of infant to disaffirm former convey- 
ance by re-conveyance on coming of age ; 
title of grantee. Nettleton v. Morrison, xv, 
infant's chattel mortgage not enforceable 
while he is under age. Corey v. Burton, xi, 
infant making fraudulent representations not 
liable in contract. Studwell v. Shapteri.ix, 
chattel mortgage by infant and subsequent 
sale of same property to another person ; 
rights of parties, Chapin v. Shafer... vii, 
security for costs in actions by infants, (N. 
Y.) Linner v. Crouse.... vi, 
action for services by minor quitting with- 
out notice before end of term. Derocher v. 
Continental Mills Vv, 
infant’s liability in assumpsit "for money 
stolen. Shaw v. Coffin . 
not liable for malicious prosecution of suit in 
his name, Burnham y. Seaverns iii, 
coming of age ; ratification. 
ratification of promise of marriage under 
English act. Coxhead v. Mullis.. .xix, 58, 
second conveyance by infant after coming of 
age ; validity of title of second grantee 
without restoring purchase-money. Nettle- 
ton v. Morrison (with notes). . 
ratification on coming of age. peeiie.* v. 
Wood (in full) vi, 
right of infant to take back land sold without 
‘returning purchase-money ; ratification. 
Green v. Green 
infant's covenant to pay mortgage on land 
purchased ; retention of proceeds of sale 
after coming of age. Walsh v. Powers, 
v, 140; iv, 
improvement of minor’s Property ; ratifica- 
tion. McCarty v. Carter.. bes ste 
ratification of contract to take ‘shares, 


in his own 
State 


PAGE, 


418 


493 


457 


377 


411 


832 
307 


384 
236 


222 


142 


Constant. Hotels Co. v. Ebbetts. . .-. ed, 441 


what amounts to ratification, Rowe v. Sop. 
wood je bbeke 
infant's lands. 
sale of infant’s real estate ; opening irregular 
sale. Price v. Hewson xiv, 
sale of infant’s land ; powers of county court. 
(N. Y.) Brown v. "Snell. . swiss eels 
foreclosure as against infants ; "service ; re- 
sumptions as to judgment record, Bos- 
worth v. Vandewalker................+-4X, 
collusive sales of infant’s lands ; appeals in 
New York. Howell v. Mills. To 
power of legislature to authorize sale of lands 
of infants; rights of adult co-owners. 
Brevoort V, Grace......eesseesees 


391 
42 


189 
94 
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Infanc 


Infanticide ; 
Inheritance; see descent ; 
Injunction; as to disregard of, see contempt. 


Innkeepers, 


— continued. PAGE. 
taking infant’s land for street — oe. 
Battell v. Burrill , 155; 
whether proceeds of sale of infant’ 3 fatioess 
in land in partition proceedings are personal 
or real estate. Horton v. McCoy 
see homicide ; abortion. 
‘bastards. 
disregard by sheriff of injunction by tele- 
graph. Smith, ex parte 
undertaking for ‘injunction ; ; appeal; assess- 
ing damages. (N. Y.) Musgrave v. Sher- 
wood i 
federal circuit court will not enjoin against 
interference with plaintiff's property, where 
legal remedy exists. Van Norden v. Mor- 


delay as ground for refusing. Fulwood v. 
Fulwood 

undertaking under New York old code. 
mer v. Foley 

injunction to restrain unlawful erection over 
street line. Blanchard v. Reyburn (with 


asserting title in violation of terms of injunc- 
tion. Texas v. White xii, 
injunction against obtaining injunction. Wolf 
v. Burke 
damages on dissolution ; counsel fees. 
v. Post 
canceling without consent undertaking given 
on injunction. Dry Dock, etc., 3 
Cunningham 
order dissolving preliminary injunction not 
* reviewable. (N. Y.) People v. Schoon- 
beh eedtesendecasce vii, 
damages on undertakin given for injunction. 
Hovey v. Rubber T. Pencil Co , 
power of county judge as to injunction order. 
(N. Y.) Middletown v. Rondout, etc., R. R., 
vii, 
order for temporary injunction not appeala- 
ble. (N. Y.) Paul v. Mun vi, 
proceedings to obtain, under New York act. 
Gray v. Redfield i 
counsel fees not included in damages on un- 
dertaking given for injunction. Andrews v. 
Glenville W. Co 
to restrain action in same court. Erie R. R. 
v. Ramsey 
injunction not granted against proceeding in 
——S i?  } & eer iii, 
adequate remedy at law. Clark’s appeal. .ii, 477 
remedy against plaintiff wrongfully procur- 
ing. Patterson v. Bloomer............. ii, 322 
liability of sureties in injunction suit. (N. Y,) 
Patterson v. Bloomer ii, 322 
equitable relief against use of mortgage to 
enforce payment of unjust debt. —— 
appeal 273 
allowing others to disobey injunction as to 
property in one’s possession. Stimpson v. 
utnam 
conditions essential to relief. Gentel v. > 
naud 
action on injunction bond ; rights of surety 
paying debt. Billings v. ‘Sprague 
action on injunction bond for several damages 
by persons sued jointly. Fowler v. Frisbie, i, 375 
practice as to dissolution of. Bradford v. 
Peckham 


28 
315 
233 


connected topics : bailment ; pledge ; negli- 
gencé ; carriers, ete. 

theft of jewelry from visitor at hotel ; board- 

ers aal guests. Hancock v. Rand (remarked 


Innkeepers — continued. 
one merely leaving horse at inn not a guest 
(with notes) 
hotel-keeper not liable for loss by guest’s 
negligence. Elcox v. Hill 
boarding-house keeper liable for loss of board- 
er’s property by servant's negligence. 
v. Read (with notes) 
theft of jewelry, etc., 
Walsh v. Porterfield 
lien on property fraudulently obtained by 
ee uest and brought to inn. Maulliner v. 
lorence (with notes) ii 
liability under English act ; guest not lock- 
ing door. Spice v. Bacon (in full), xvi, 385, 
duty to entertain visitors ; reasonable excuse 
for refusal, Queen v. Rymer 
liability of innkeeper for property of guests 
destroyed by accidental fire. Cutler v. 
Bonney (with notes) ‘ i 
loss of guest’s horse by incendiary fire. 
Faucett v. Nichols . 2, 
lien of hotel-keeper on piano in possession of 
guest, but owned by another. Threlfall v. 
rwick (with notes), xii, 337 ; xi, 247, 227, 


from guest’s room. 


PAGE, 
xix, 103 
xviii, 516 


19 


431 


195 


vi, 122, 435 


rights of boarders for money lost. Jalie v. 
Cardinal iy % 
liability for stolen jewelry, under New York 
act of 1855. Rosenplanter v. Reessle.. .ix, 
whether inmate guest or lodger. Lima v. 
Dwinelle ii 
liability of hotel-keeper for money deposited 
in hotel safe. Wilkins v. Earle (with 


loss of watch from guest’s room; notice of 
hotel safe. Ramaley v. Leland, v, 140; iv, 


308 


iii, 2 


liability of innkeeper for negligence of host- 
ler. Hale v. Warner 
leaving bed-room door unlocked, etc. 
heim v. White L. Hotel Co ............ iv, 
loss of money deposited with bar-keeper. 
Houser v. Tully.... ii, 375 ; iii, 
who is a guest. i 
Read v. Amidon..... 
Insane persons, 
connected topics : 
and ward. 
as to suicide by insane assured, see insuwr- 
ance (life). 
in general. 
competency of lunatic to testify. Coleman v. 
Commonwealth (with notes) 
delusion not legal insanity. Denson v. Beaz- 
ley (remarked on) , 
insanity held to be “ sickness” within rules 
of friendly society. Burton v. Eyden, viii, 
wife’s authority to pledge credit of lunatic 
husband for necessaries. Richardson v. 
Dubois 
inquisitions and other proceedings in case of lunacy. 
confinement in asylum ; inquisition ; liability 
of superintendent for ‘detaining sane person. 
Van Deusen v. Newcomer (remarked on), 
xix, 
refusal to direct payment from fund in court 
of deceased lunatic’s maintenance. Mar- 
man’s trusts xviii, 
selling lunatic’s estate. (N. Y.) Valentine, 
matter of 


drunkenness ; guardian 


Weitzel, re. .xv, 


proceeding against lunatic, 
power of courts as to care of lunatic; burden 


of proof. Greenwade v. Greewade . xiv, 
proceedings for confinement of lunatic, (N-Y.) 
Williams v. Williams ‘ 
what degree of insanity justifies arrest. Look 





RR err «+. XxX, 64, 102; xix, 285 


v. Dea 


407 


156 


183 
31 


878 
270 
63 
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Insane persons— continued. PAGE. 

giving leave of court for removal of insane 
alien to another country. Romanjee Colah, 
re (in full) 

personal examination of lunatic by court. 
Thayer v. Thayer 

contracts ; conveyances and other acts of lunatic. 

contract not to be set aside for mere weakness 
of mind. Campbell v. Campbell 

right of bona fide holder against lunatic 
maker of note. Moore v. Hershey xx, 458 

liability of lunatic principal on contracts of 
agent with persons without notice of the 
lunacy. Drew v. Nunn (remarked on). .xx, 

lunatic indorser liable on renewal note, where 
original note made while sane. Snyder v. 
Lanback 

conveyances by lunatic ; 
aware of lunacy. 

presumption of 
3 

contracts by lunatics, when not to be set aside. 
Scanlan v. Cobb wr. 3 

purchasers without notice ; executed contract. 
Ashcroft v. DeArmond 

right of committee to plead infancy in avoid- 
ance of lunatic’s mortgage. Ledger B. Ass. 
v. Cook .... 

burden of proof. in case inquisition has been 
had. Hicks v. Marshall 

executed contract of lunatic. 


estoppel of wife 
Rusk v. Fenton... .xix, 
sanity. Titcomb v. Van 


400 
Lancaster Bank 
i 77 


setting aside deed for incompetency of 
grantee. Bogie v. Bogie.............. xiii, 46 

contracts of insane persons before inquisition 
found. Lancaster C. N. Bank v. Moore 
(with notes)... ii 

when insanity not a defense in action of con- 
tract. Lancaster N. Bank v. Moore (in 


refusal to perform where other party was 
mentally incapable. Lyon v. Pollard... .x, 
test of capacity in making deed. Eaton v. 
Eaton ‘=, 
defense against title based on deed of non 
compos; estoppel. Van Deusen v. Sweet,viii, 
lunatic’s power of attorney void. Dexter v. 


expert evidence as to sanity, Dexter v. Hull, 
vii, 
avoiding conveyance of grantor mentally un- 
sound after consideration performed. Young 
v. Stevens.... 
evidence on question of deed executed while 
insane. Brooks v. Tarbell i 
refusal to set aside sale by weak-minded 
legatee of his legacy before it became due. 
Parmelee v. Cameron 
undue influence on weak-minded person. 
Wray v. Wray 
contracts of insane persons. 
hill . is 
Hannahs v. Sheldon . 
as a. defense in cases of crime ; 


see 2 also, homicide. 
record of insanity four years before admitted. 


. xix, 367, 
Brotherton Vv. 


Wheeler v. State (with notes). 
burden of proof on prisoner. 
People 
restoration of reason of 
after commutation of sentence. 


insane defendant 
Victor 
measure of proof in trial for crime. Meyers 
v. Commonwealth. 
nature of derangement excusing 
Brinkley v. State ............ 
criminal conviction of deaf-mute Pi iy 
Reg. v. Berry (with notes) xiv, 198, 207 


18 


Insane persons—continued. 


Insanity ; 
Insolvency ; see bankruptcy and insolvency ; as- 





PAGE. 
presumption of continuance of insanity. 
en dia, Weeden a EET ee -Xiv, 316, 445 
burden of proof where insanity is set > 
Wright v. People (with notes) xiv, 367 
as a defense in Pennsylvania. Common- 
wealth v. Ortween (with notes) 87 
test of responsibility in criminal cases, Flan- 
agan v. People viii, 
Brown y. Commonwealth........ ...+kiii, 355 
general reputation of insanity. Common- 
wealth v. James 140 
see insane persons. 


signment for creditors. 
jurance, 
I. general and miscellaneous; accident insurance, 
II. fire insurance. 
Ill. life insurance. 
IV. marine insurance. 
I. general and miscellaneous ; accident insur- 
ance ; conflict of laws ; foreign companies. 
jurisdiction of federal courts ; service on 
agent of foreign company. Schollen- 
burger, ex parte (in full) xvii, 397, 
action by receivers of insurance company on 
premium notes; pendency of attachment 
suit in another state. Osgood v. Maguire, 
v, 26, 
validity of state regulations of insurance com- 
panies, Paul v. Virginia 
restrictions on foreign companies by state 
laws. Doyle v. N. Y. Cont. Ins. Co. (in 


Thorne vy. Travelers’ Ins. Co 

mandamus to compel revocation of license on 
removal of cause to federal court contrary 
to state act. State v. Doyle 

validity of Wisconsin act requiring foreign 
companies to agree not to remove causes. 
State v. Doyle 

contracts of foreign insurance companies 
doing business without complying with 
statutory conditions. Cin. M. A. Co, v. 
Rosenthal i 

right of foreign companies to transfer causes 
under judiciary act of 1789. Knorr v. 
pe eB errr rarer eye i, 

agents ; authority, ete. 

mistakes of agents in writing application. 
Smith v. Farmers’ Ins. C 

agent cannot effect insurance for himself. 
White v. Lancashire Ins. Co 

how far acts of agent of foreign company are 
binding, where he is forbidden by law to 
act. Manhattan Ins. Co. v. Ellis (with 


unfaithfulness of agent; action by company 
against sureties. =r v. Manhattan Ins. 
Co. (in full) 

liability of agent to company for omitting to 
re-insure as directed. Great W. Ins. Co. 
Cunliff 

preparation of applications by agents of com- 
panies at a distance, Ins. Co. v. Wilkin- 
son 

payment to surviving partner of insurance 
agency. Martine v. London Ass. Society, vi, 189 

countersigning. Badger v. Am. P. Ins. Co.,iv, 221 

authority of local agents. Miller v. Phenix 
Ins. Co 

compromise of premium note by gener 
agent. Sands v. Hill 70 

insurable interest ; miscellaneous. 

extent of right of consignees making advances 
to insure goods in own name, Ebsworth v. 
Alliance Ins. Co........... 
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PAGE, 
interest of nominal oon Pheenix Ins. Co. 
v. Hamilton . - «mente ee, ee 
insurable interest; gaming; contracts. Mowry 
v. Home Ins. Co i, 417 
assignment of policy in mutual relief associa- 
tion held void. Dietrick v. Madison R. 
Association....... - + SC, 
mutual stock and premiun notes, Jackson v. 
Van Slyke .... .. - viii, 
when taking note of insured is payment of 
premium; delivery. Home Ins. Co. v. Cur- 
Wile vases osenne -xii, 
security notes; limitations. Osgood v. Strauss, 
x, 186; viii, 
advance notes. Osgood v. Toplitz ii 
question whether stock note or premium note, 
Sands v. Burt’s Executors ...... 
amalgamation of companies ; novation of con. 
tract by policy-holder. Times eemnnes 
Co., re .. , 
agreement to pay losses in gold ; dividends: 
Luling v. Atl. Ins. Co 
subrogation of insurance. ‘company paying 
loss to rights against carrier. Hall v. R. R., vi, 
over-valuation of loss as evidence of fraud. 
Gerhauser v. N. British, etc., Ins. Co...vi, 
giving benefit of doubtful construction to in- 
sured, Gerhauser v. N. British, etc., Ins. 
Pissescanke Mensnene .vi, 
showing custom of company to depart from 
rules. Burgher v. Lancaster Farmers’ Ins. 
ie .vi, 
compensation of superintendent i in New York. 
People v. Miller. . rerorey: |. 
action for assessments by mutual company ; 
notice. Buckley v. Columbia Ins, Co. .xvi, 
suit after time limited in policy on previous 
attachment, Harris v. Phoenix Ins. Co ..i, 
no action lies to recover premiums on refusal 
by company to consider policy binding. 
y v. Conn, Gen, Ins. Co....... ....xix, 
terminating risk; return of premium, Hathorn 
v. Germ. Ins. Co. , 
transferring assets to another company under 
retense of reinsurance. Price v. St. Louis 
mm, GD. 00. . Xvi, 
right of receiver of insolvent first insurer to 
rove full amount of loss es reinsurer 
n bankruptcy. Rep. Ins. Co., err, 5 
pesety of loss in case of iesabtunar of com- 
i: waiver, Firemen’s Ins. Co., ve, viii, 
accident insurance, 


insured killed by over-dosing himself with 
opium. Bayles v. Travelers’ Ins, Co...xv, 
intoxication, Shader v. Railway P, Ass, Co., 
xi, 
damages against company not reducible by 
plaintiff's accident eEpapent Bradburn 
v. Great W. R. R.. i, 
exposing oneself to obvious tisk ; - ‘walking on 
railroad track at night, Lovell v. Accident 
Perro coccccsecocesR, 
accidents while getting ‘on or off train, 
Tooley v. R. P. Assurance Co (with notes), ix, 
walking not traveling by public or private 
conveyance, Ripley v. Ins, Co.........ix, 
town cannot deduct amount of accident insur- 
ance received by injured plaintiff. Harding 
v. Townshend (with notes). eee 
accident while walking to railway station 
within traveler's policy, Northrup v. R. - 
Ass. Co 
policy construed. 


cn aie 


Perry v. Provident Ins, Co. 
iv, 
condition as to diligence of insured; changing 
occupation, Stone’s Adm’rs y. U. 8. Cas- 
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PAGE. 
accident insurance by parol. Rhodes v. Pas- 
senger Ass. Co ... eins ceccaeets 
“traveling”? defined. Northrup v. Railw. 
Ass. Co werreeerarte 
negligence of injured ‘party immaterial. 
Schneider v. Prov, Ins. Co.. iii, 
“accident” defined; negligence of assured, 
Prov. Ins. Co. v. Martin proeaciew its 
death from disease or secondary cause. Smith 
v. Accident Ins. Co. 
death by drowning while insensible. 
nolds v. Accid. Ins. Co. li, 193 
accident in traveling by conv vey ances. North- 
rup v. Railw. Ass. Co ere 
Chicago Pr. Ins, Co. v. Fennell. een, | 
Kidder v. Travelers’ Ins. Vo............Vi, 
II. fire insurance. 
in general ; jurisdiction. 
service on foreign company under Vermont 
act; implied stipulation by the company. 
Osborne v. Shawmut Ins. Co.......... xx, 
place of contract ; place where last act was 
done, the test. Northampton Ins. Co, v. 
Tuttle. ... ie * 
policy mailed to agent in another state valid, 
notwithstanding non-compliance with laws 
of that state as to foreign companies. 
Lamb v. Bowser (with notes). . xviii, 
insurance by foreign company; question of 
law to govern contract. Todd v. Miss. Ins. 
Co. (with notes). . ..XV, 
contract of insurance made in another state on 
property here. Columbia Ins. Co, 
Kenyon ..... 
in general ; assessments ; miscellaneous, 
mutual policy ; forfeiture by non-payment of 
assessments; payment to unauthorized 
agent; waiver of proof of loss, Cochran v, 
v. Crawford Ins, Co....... i 
right of mutual company to continue to assess 
policy-holder, liable to forfeiture for non- 
payment of assessment. Columbia = 
Co. v. Buckley (with notes).., 3 22 
mutual companies; liability of members tor 
assessments. Hummel vy. Lycoming Ins. 
2 ee cccneedis ae 
liability of stockholder on stock-note. Jenk- 
TBO UV. BPMOGE. 6 cscccccnecesos seeves xiv, 
question whether limitation of time in policy 
applied to action against stockholder, Davis 
v. Stewart Coreecrccccccceses xiv, 
notice of assessment on premium notes under 
statute; publication, Sands v. Graves, xi, 
action by company for assessment on pre- 
mium note ; proof of facts justifying assess- 
ment, Pacific Ins. Co, v. Guse (with 
notes). .. .vii, 325 
suspension of policy for non- ayment of as- 
sessments. Leonard vy, Lebanon Ins, Co., 
xv, 354 
question of contribution of ratable propor- 
tion of loss between companies, North 
Brit., ete., Ins, Co.. ..+-Xiv, 380 
mortgage held by insurance company as col- 
lateral; setting off returnable premiums, 
Fogerty vy. Phil’a Trust Co..... 205 
presumption of facts necessary to make pol- 
icy valid. Ludwig v. Jersey C. Ins, Co,, vi, 324 
treating individual policy as firm asset, Ins. 
Co, v. Verdier...... -cerceekils, 160 
warranty by lightning- rod takers against in- 
jury from lightning ; application of insur- 
ance statutes; innocent taker, Cook v. 
Weirman. arerr > * 
policy insuring ‘both building and personalty 
within it; the contract divisible. Merrill 
v. Agric. EB. OO, cco cecscce 5.0. EVE 


ike. 
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rights of mortgagees. 
see also, insurable interest further on ; also, 
conditions as to transfer of title. 
policy payable to mortgagee avoided by exist- 
ence of another undisclosed mortgage. 
Fitchburg 8. Bank v. Amazon Ins. Co., 
xviii, 
covenant of mortgagor to insure ; rights of 
mortgagee insuring. Graham v. Phoenix 
Ins. Co wee 
right of mortgagee holding policy as collat- 
eral security to return premiums. Raf- 
snyder’s appeal i 
assured and not mortgagee to sue on contract 
to rebuild. Heilmann v. Westchester Ins. 
Co. (in full) i 
action by mortgagee against company paying 
loss to mortgagor, Stearns v. Quincy Ins. 
xvii, 
defeat of policy payable to mortgagee by 
change of title by foreclosure. Brunswick 
8. Inst’n v. C. U. Ins. Co.. ii 
question of amount due mortgagee to whom 
policy made payable. N. W. Ins. Co. v. 
Germ. Ins. Co i 
insurance of mortgage interest; subrogation ; 
reinsurance. Excelsior Ins. Co, v. Royal 
PN CM. ck opidacadss chocns Gooden eeees 5s 
rights of assignees. 
equitable right of assignee of vendee to insur- 
ance. Cromwell v. Brooklyn Ins. Co...v, 
oral contracts ; indorsements on policy. 
parol contracts of insurance ; effect of Massa- 
chusetts act. N. Y. Relief Ins. Co. v. Shaw 
(in full) 
verbal contracts of insurance. 
United States Ins Co 
validity of oral contracts. 
v. Kentucky Ins, Co 
verbal contract by agent pending nego 
tions. Fisk v. Cottenet 
indorsements on policy. 
Valley Ins. Co .. 
unsigned conditions on back of policy. 
sington N. Bank v. Yerkes.......... xvii, 
the application ; representations and warranties, 
condition as to over-valuation; fraudulent in- 
— not necessary for forfeiture. Boutelle 
Westchester Ins. Co.... 
nite avoided by fraudulent representations 
as to value of articles insured. Wood v. 
Firemen’s Ins. Co. és xix, 
burden on company ‘to show over-valuation 
fraudulent. Field v. North A. Ins. Co. 
(with notes).... i 
fraudulent over-valuation, Sturm v. Great 
W. Ins. Co.... rer. Ss 
falsity of representations as to value. Stew- 
art v. Phoenix Ins. Co iii 
construction of clauses as warranty not 
favored ; estimate of value by assured. 
Kansas City N. Bank v. Hartford Ins. Co., 
xvii, 
construction of warranty clauses in fire policy; 
using different oi] in mill than that stated 
in application. Redman v. Hartford Ins. 
Co... ... Xix, 502; xx, 
policy avoided ‘by false representations as to 
material facts, though not warranties. 
Ryan v. Springfield Ins. Co... 
materiality of false representations a ques- 
tion for court. Ryan v. Springfield Ins. 
XX, 
answer to questions about watchman in mill 
insured, held continuing warranty. Blu 
mer v. Phoenix Ins. Co. (with notes), xviii, 
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warranty ; keeping watchman: sheriff in pos 
session not a watchman. Ballston Spa N. 
Bank v. N. A. Ins. Co... ....vii, 187; iv, 318 
warranty that family should live in hotel in- 
sured ; workmen nota family. Danielsv. 
Hudson (with notes).. 
misdescription of use of premises ; “— 
Maher v. Hibernian Ins. C 
warranty as to occupation. 
Ins. Co 
Farmers’ & D. Co. v. Curry 
representation as to occupancy; proofs of loss 
not an estoppel. Parmelee v. Hoffman 
ix, 291 
mistake as to nature of building insured ; 
policy void. Goddard v. Monitor Ins. Co. 
ix, 63 
statements in application as to nature of busi- 
ness. Sims v. Hannibal Ins, Co 
statements as to use of factory ; inaccurate 
ae by agents. May v. Buckeye Ins. 
16 
statements by applicant as to title and i incum. 
brances. Merrill v. Agricult. Ins. Co., 
xviii, 98 
statements as to ownership. Fowle v. 
Springfield, etc., Ins, Co 
misrepresentations as to title. Etna Ins, Co. 


concealing incumbrances. 
Ins. Co. (with notes) .. 
Clay Ins. Co. v. Beck 
effect of knowledge of company’s agent. 
Manhattan Ins. Co. v. xv, 447 
statement as to incumbrances; advice of 
agent. Etna Ins. Co. v. Olmstead 
obligation to disclose nature of interest ; 
mortgage. Norwich Ins.Co, v. Broomer, v, 398 
avoiding policy by proof of false statements 
in application, Etna Ins. Co, v. France, 
xiii, 150 
what representations are not warranties. 
Owens v. Hol. i 
when statement in application is a warranty. 
Shoemaker v. Glens Falls Ins, Co » & 
waiver of answers in printed form ; of appli- 
cation ; waiver of proof of loss within cer- 
tain time. Dohen v, Farmers’ Ins. Co..v, 10 
description of building as dwelling-house 
held a warranty. Sarsfield v. Metr. Ins, 
Co.. . ii, 875 
forfeiture ‘by false description, 
Charter O. Ins, Co. 
misdescription of location of property in 
building. Meadowcraft v. Stand, Ins. Oo. se 
18 
—— compliance with conditions, May 
. Buckeye Ins, Co.... « ++ 1, 259 
om ement of insured to keep buckets of water 
ready not a condition, Aurora Ins, Co, v. 
} seccccccccecd, 149 
when contract takes effect. 
policy binding though premium unpaid. 
Church v, Lafayette Ins. Co.......... xiii, 450 
question of time when policy. became ef- 
fectual. Hubbard v. Hartford Ins. Co. (with 
notes). . cocseccn &8 
prepayment of Bodine 
v. Exch. Ins viii, 48 
mis-statements in description of premises, 
Vilas v. N. Y. Central Ins, Co, xvii, 491 
immaterial misrepresentations, Mobile Ins. 
Co, v. Miller 
meaning of “ contiguous.” Arkell v. Com: 
merce Ins, Co , xv, 834 
statement of interest; marriage relation, 
Com, Ins. Co. v. Spankneble 
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liability of insurers for loss on distant prop- 
erty before date of contract. Security Ins. 
Co. v Kentucky Ins. Co ’, 
premium offered before time limited in policy, 
but after loss. Bradley v. Potomac Ins. 
Co v, 141; ii, 
loss before policy is prepared. Ide v. Phee- 
nix Ins. Co 
contracts effected by agents. 
when payment of premiums to broker binds 
company. Lycoming Ins. v. Ward 
risk taken by agent without authority ; rati- 
fication ; estoppel of company. Bennet v. 
Maryland Ins, Co. (in full).......... 
insurance through agent, contract valid, 
though no formal papers delivered. Eames 
v. Home Ins. Co. (in full) i 
question of right of agent of mutual com- 
ad to contract. Lycoming Ins. Co, v. 
NS ois) ds csctove cesses cncisa xv, 
failure of agent to notify insured of rejection 
of application. Somerset Ins. Co. v. — 
(with notes) xii, 
ratification of acts of agent ; validity of policy 
not accepted until after "Joss. Inbusch v. 
N. W. Ins. Co. (in full) 
preliminary contract; authority of agent. 
Franklin Ins. Co. v.C 
insurance by agent in unauthorized company. 
Massasoit 8. M. Co. v. Western Ass. Co., 
xviii, 
effect of misdescription by agent on forfeiture 
for breach of condition. Franklin Ins. Co. 
v. Martin (with notes) i 
filling up of application by agent. 
Ins. Co. v. McCookey b 
company responsible for fraud of agent in 
making out policy. Eilenberger v. Protect- 
DP cntiwtwcke thes tien ao amees xix, 
what facts sufficiently prove agency ; *g 
filling out blank application; estoppe 
company. Mowry v. Rosendale 
parol evidence as to omissions by agent in 
policy. M. F. Ins. Co. v. Coleman, ...xv, 
error of agent filling up application. McBride 
v. Repub. Ins, Co iii 
contracts through insurance agent; when they 
become complete. Ellis v. Albany Ins, Co., 
vii, 
inaccurate filling up of policy by agent. May 
v. Buckeye Ins, Co , 140; i, 
defects due to agent's neglect. Com. Ins. Co. 
v. Spankneble y 
_ agency ; miscellaneous. 
waiver of cash payment by agent ; offsetting 
agent’s a for premiums, Jones 
v. Etna Ins. 
relation of oe to company and assured. 
Gans v. St. Paul Ins. Co 
liability of negligent broker to principal. 
Murray v. Robinson 
waiver of condition by act r ae 
Ins, Co. v. Germania Ins. 
power of agent to waive iia of policy. 
Winans v. Allemannia Ins. Co. (with 


of 


presumption of agents’ authority. Mentz v. 
Lancaster Ins. Co. (in full) 

power of local agent to bind company. Banbie 
v. Etna Ins. Co. (with notes) 

neglect of agent to pay over premium ; com- 
promise of loss by company ; action against 
agent for premium. aight v. Kremer, vi, 

agency in another —. when not recoverable. 
Semmes v. City Ins. C 

right of insured surrendering policy on fraud. 





xvii, é 


89 


xiii, 228 


38 


261 
109 





ent to recover for 


ulent representations of 
loss. 

agreements by agent. 
Co 


Holden v. Putnam 

Ellis v. Albany Ins. 

revocation of agency by war. Howell v. Gor- 
don ; 

whether agent acted for assured or insurers. 
Com. Ex. Ins. Co v. Emmens ii, 

agent’s power to accept orders drawn by in- 
sured after loss. Allman v. Phenix Ins. 
Co 


insurable interest; see also, conditions as to trans. 


er of title further on. 
what constitutes insurable interest. 
Royal Ins. Co. (with notes) 
insurable interest of equitable owner ; mis- 
statements as to title. Walsh v. Fire Asso- 


James v. 


equitable ownership under contract of pur- 
chase; agent’s knowledge. Pelton v. West- 
chester Ins. Co i 
when equitable title is sufficient under condi- 
tions of policy. Millville M. Ins, Co. v. 
Wilgus xix, 
policy issued after insured had conveyed, void 
in hands of assignee. McCloskey v. Provi- 
dent Ins. Co e+ BEE, 
want of title when not a defense. Monroe C, 
Ins. Co. v. Robinson 
liability as surety for tax on goods ; 
of partners; condition as to change of own- 
ership. Germ. Ins. Co. v. Thompson . .xvi, 
equitable ownership sufficient to sustain 
policy. Farmers’ Ins. Co. v. Fogleman, xv, 
insurance by warehousemen on goods stored ; 
what interest covered. Home Ins. Co. v. 
Balt. Wareh. Co. (in full) i 
application of proceeds of policy on incum- 
bered property. Caley v. Hoopes.... xix, 
vendee’s furniture, etc., covered by policy on 
vendor's. Cummings v. Cheshire Ins. Co, 
(with notes) 
insurable interest of husband in lands con- 
4 by him to wife. Redfield v. iolland 
Ins. C i 
interest a insured in premises; apportion- 
ment where void policy is held in another 
Hand y. Williamsburgh = 
Co. 
conditional equitable title. 
x, 
insurable interest of mortgagees. Williams 
v. Roger W. Ins. Co 
parting with insurable interest ; 
clause ; substitution of trustees, 
Howard Ins. Co 
insurable interest of consignee. 
Pere Tee re Pore. vi, 
execution creditor not entitled after levy on 
insured premises to proceeds of policy in 
case of loss. Plimpton v. Ins. Co ‘ 
vendor holding equitable lien for purchase- 
money may insure property to entire value; 
subrogation. Wood v. N. W. Ins. Co...v 
mortgagee becoming absolute owner; con- 
tract not affected. Fisk v. Cottenet 
applying insurance on mortgage after convey- 
ance by owner of equity. Springfield Ins. 
Co, v. All 
notice of foreclosure completed at time of 
loss. McIntire v. Norwich Ins, Co 
interest of insured ; ownership of equity of re- 
demption, when absolute ownership within 
policy. Washington Ins. Co. v. Kelly.. 
insurance by mortgagee ; establishing lien. 
Harris v, Gaspee Ins, Co seeelly 


transfer 
Savage v. 


change: 


456 


403 


319 


140 
291 


62 


158 


.v, 141 
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adopting insurance made by non-owner. War- 

ing v. Indemnity Ins. Co 
jugment for purchase-money not an insurable 
interest, Grevemeyer v. me Ins. Co., 
478 ; iii, 
insurable interest of > gaan of ba F estate, 

Acer v. Merch. Ins. C 

insurable interest of purchaser in possession 
under oralagreement. Tuckerman v. — 


insurable interest of owner who had camel 
to sell premises. Wood v. Northw. Ins. 


conditions as to transfer of title, ete. 
void mortgage iveffectual under condition for- 
feiting in case of mortgage. Watertown 
Ins. Co. v. Grover & Baker Co. 
foreclosure against railroad trustees by state 
treasurer. Bishop v. Clay Ins. Co 
waiver by agent of condition as to transfer of 
title. Whited v. Germania Ins. Co... .xix, 
bankruptcy not a change in title rendering 
policy void. Appleton Iren Co. v. B. A. 
Am. Ins. Co. (in full) . xix, 
effect of bankruptcy. Perry v. Lorillard Ins. 
Co xiv, 
conditions against change of title not violated 
by assignment in bankruptcy. Fayette 
County Ins. Co. v. Neel i 
policy payable to mortgagee ; 
foreclosure. Brunswick Ins. 
mercial Ins. 
transfer of interest clause; effect of Anew 
ruptcy of mortgagor of chattels on his in- 
surance. Appleton Iron Co. v. Br. Am. 
Assurance Co xi 
foreclosure not change of title defeating re- 
covery for loss occurring before period of 
redemption expires. Loy v. Columbia Ins. 
eer ee eer ee eee xvii, 
clause as to mortgaging without notice ; effect 
of mortgaging part of insured oe. 
Plath v. Minn. Ins. Ass. (with notes). . 
policy payable to mortgagee; foreclosure. 
Pratt v.N. ¥.C.R.R 
condition as to forfeiture by entry of fore- 
closure of mortgage. MclIntire v. Norwich 
OS Sr ee reer iv, 
condition as to change of title; mortgaged 
premises sold. Springfield Ins. Co. v. Allen, 
iv, 
condition against sale, etc.; mortgage not “ 
breach. Com. Ins. Co. v. Spankneble.. 
forfeiture by alienation; foreclosure Colt, . 
Pheenix Ins. Co 
sale of property and taking back mortgage. 
Kilts v. Massasoit Ins. Co 
condition as to sole ownership ; chattel mort- 
gage. Hubbard v. Hartford Ins. Co. (with 
notes) iii 
forfeiture on creation of incumbrance. 
sington National Bank v. Yerkes . 


forfeiture by 
Co. v. — 


PAGE. 


95 


188 
811 


giving chattel mortgage on property. Surong 
1 


v. North American Ins. Co 


policy avoided by change of title caused by 
(wit 


— Sherwood v. Agr. Ins. Co. 


xvii, 417, 


O. Ins. Co 

condition of sole ownership not violated - 
lease of premises to another. Lycoming 
Ins. Co. v. Haven (in full) ii 

condition against change of title. 
Co. v. Linsey 

condition as to additional incumbrances. Ful- 


ler v. Madison Ins 


Home Ins. 
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PAGE, 
change of title; waiver. Pratt v. N. Y. Cent. 
Ins. Co x, 170 
condition as to change of title without con- 
sent. Savage v. Howard Ins. Co.. .. viii, 329 
executory contract for sale of premises not 
violation of clause inst sale, etc. Wash- 
. manee pa v. Kelly vy, 
reach of condition bankruptce Perry v. 
Lorillard Ins. Co ” soe nd 
condition as to consent “ insurer to sale of 
goods. Bates v. Equit. Ins. Co 


assignment of policy. 


assignee’s action on policy defeated by viola- 
tion of terms by assignor. Illinois M. Ins, 
Co. y. Fix i 

assignment of policy with consent of company 
after forfeiture incurred by change of title. 
Home Ins. Co. v. Hanslein........ vi, 309, 

forfeiture of assigned policy by transfer of 
title by original assured. Home Ins. Co. v. 
Hanslein 

assigning policy without company’s consent ; 
waiver. Ferree v. Oxford vi, 291 

assent of company to assignment of policy. 
Buchanan v. Westchester Ins. Co 


conditions as to occupancy. 


what is reasonable time in giving notice of 
non-occupation.. Alston v. Old North State 
Ins. Co 278 

premises left vacant without owner’s fault. 
McClure vy. Watertown Ins. Co 

agreement by agent that premises may re- 
main unoccupied. Williams v. Niagara 
Ins. Co. Xx, 

temporary vacancy ; policy inoperative. Etna 
Ins. Co, v. Meyer 

what is becoming“ vacant and unoccupied ” 
summer residence. Herrman v. Merchants’ 


company bound by notice of vacancy to agent 
and waiver by latter. St, Paul Ins, Co. v. 

Wells 
condition as to giving particulars of premises 
eee vacant. Hill v. Equitable Ins. 

0 

whether hazard increased by non-occupancy ; : 
expert testimony. Cornish v. Farm B. Co., 
xviii, 
Palmer v. St. 


Gibbs v. Con- 


consent of agent to vacancy. 
Paul Ins. Co 
what is not an abandonment. 
tinental Ins, Co 
change of pene : 
Co. v. 
waiver by mete of condition as to occupancy. 
Walsh v. Hartford Ins. Co xvii, 278 
see also, Whitney v. Block R. Ins. Co ..xvii, 314 
Gans v. St. Paul Ins. Co i 
Georgia H. Ins. Co. v. Kennier’s 
xv, 187 
Adams v. Greenwich Ins. Co....xv, 108 
Alexander v. Germania Ins. Co. . xiii, 247 


waiver. Amazon Ins. 


conditions as to other insurance. 


void insurance not a breach of policy. Suth- 
erland v. Old D. Ins. Co. (with notes), xix,82, 307 
inoperative policy not a breach. Hubbard v. 
Hartford Ins. Co. (with notes) iii 
Lindley v. Union Ins, Co 
policy not vitiated by other insurance where 
invalid. Thomas v. Builders’ Ins. Co. (with 
155 
omission to state previous insurance ; verbal 
notice to agent. Billington v. Provincial 
xvii, 58 
mistake of company in stating amount of 
other insurance. Greene v. Eq. Ins. Co.,xvi, 78 
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Insurance—continued. PAGE. | Insurance — continued. PAGE, 
knowledge of agent as to other insurance. condition determining insurance on fall of 
Roberts v. Cont. Ins. Co ...........45- xv, 330 building. Hicks v. Globe Ins. Co...... xx, 378 
nature of interest; other insurance ; insur- condition against service of insured property 
ance agent not agent of applicant. Sprague on execution, Smith v. Farmers’ Ins. Co.. 
v. Holland Ins, Co...........- .¢ ssmv, 974 xx, 318 
contitien against other insurance, Train v. construction of clause as to levy of execution. 
Bhatiand Tmt, Od. 2.0. ccrcccvcccsccsses xv, 185 Manuf. Ins. Co. v. O’Maley............ xv, 87 
subsequent policy covering other property as condition as to duty of insured to produce 
well. Phoenix Ins, Co. v. Mich., etc., R. R, books and accounts after loss, Farmers’ 
xiv, 360 Ins, Co. v. Mispelhorn............20.- xix, 448 
additional insurance ; waiver of condition. mere silence as a waiver by insurer. Farm- 
Insurance Co. v. Earle eee Pe aco xiii, 169 ers’ Ins. Co, v. Mispelhorn.......... xix, 448 
waiver of condition as to notice of prior in- waiver of conditions by parol. Gans v. St. 
surance. Duayton Ins. Co, v. Kelly.....xii, 259 ee ee PEC T PT Lr xvii, 194 
floating policy; condition as to epecitie insur- waiver of condition of policy; provision of 
ance. Fairchild v. Liverpool, etc., R. R., policy as to waiver. State Ins, Co. v. Todd, 
viii, 9 xvi, 224 
other insurance ; parcel of property insured clause as to loss through military power. 
covered with other parcels by previous Mine ins. Co. ¥. Beet... ..06. coscccs , 891 
licy; apportionment of loss, be den v. waiver of condition as to removal, Williams- 
I OID, sk ascddenns'eddceces vii, 880 burg Ins, Co, v. Cary............ xv, 169, 354 
policy on stock of liquors ; condition applica- removal of goods; consent of company, 
ble to property of same description on the Kunzze v. Am. Ex. Ins. Co .. ......0¢- ii, 30 
premises. Whitwell v. Putnam Ins.Co..v, 108| see also, amount of recovery, ete., further on. 
waiver by agent. Carrugi v. Atlantic Ins. clause exempting insurer from damage from 
Nn Cebeckeshikesddeceed eacdacanciced iii, 474 military power, etc. Boon vy. Etna Ins, Co, 
clause as to prior insurance ; memorandum NINO, densa d cdcckadcennavcasd xii, 338 
indorsed on policy. Stewart v, Columbian waiver of forfeiture for non-payment of _ 
PMC acer SERS KEAbOD bb 000 bas CER iii, 96 mium note. Sims v. Hannibal Ins, Co..v, 397 
ccuthiien as to other insurance, oars ryt suspension of policy by non-payment of re. 
Ghent Tne: Co. .....06..0.008- 811; i, 27 mium; revival. Williams v. Albany tn 
waiver. Shurtleff v. Phenix Ins. Co pees ii’ 192 Wc b44-6 cp abecchadbhhees ben bees - cake 130 
increase of risk ; hazardous goods, ete. condition as to goods held in trust, in is 
condition as to increase oi risk. ve v. such holding. South Austr, Ins. Co. 
ON OS reer rs ae xvii, 314 ee Smid S060 ipéuuhe ii, 217 
condition as to use of kerosene. “Watson v. cancellation ; renewal, ete. 
Farm B. Ins. Co......... stosececsR@e, GF policy cannot be canceled by company with- 
condition as to loss caused by petroleum, Im- out stipulation therein. Rothschild vy. Am. 
perial Ins. Co. v. Fargo... sce eh, CG, ec as. <dictbutnenteedsecs xx, 318 
custom to keep petroleum no excuse. Bir. notice of cancellation ; refunding premium, 
mingham Ins. Co. v. Kroeger... .. ....xv, 447 South S. Ins. Co. v. Mueller..... ... xix, 443 
condition as to more hazardous business. agreement for renewal of policy ; new clause 
Chester Ins. Co. v, Coatesville 8. Factory, inserted without assured’s knowledge ; re 
xv, 297 form granted in equity. Hay v. Star Ins. 
condition as to lighting with gasoline and Co., xix, 477 (remarked on)........... Id., 506 
storage of same. N. W. Ins. Co. v. Germ. surrender of policy; when complete so as to 
DP MNGE OSes eeteeccesésees 9000s xiv, 446 release company. Farmers’ Ins. Co, v. 
clause as to use of kerosene. Hall y. North MOI, 5 ect \ns.iias sh uneeee con acest xix, 522 
DD Peer rer ree ere Cre eee xii, 26 renewal of policy ; not subject to original con. 
petroleum kept in jug for medicinal purposes, dition as to disclosing incumbrances. Fay- 
Williams v. Firemen’s Ins. Co. (remarked otte Cu. Tus. Co, ¥. Nall... .ccsccsesecs xix, 75 
GN oh: 0n5dnbeceseasins 968% 255% x, 37; ix, 409 conditions for termination of insurance on no- 
condition against increase of risk; keeping tice and repayment of unearned premiums. 
‘‘cabinet ware.” Appleby v. Astor Ins. Intern, L. and T. Co. v. Franklin Ins, Co. 
ewes babecd es ckevadcdeddesewadagas ix, 308 xiv, 38 
increase of risk ; fire-works. Jones v. Fire- period of risk ; when does a fire palleg cease. 
EL ha cide cavdedsesdasesees viii, 93 Cornell v. Scottish C. Ins. Co, (in full). .ix, 393 
permission by agent to keep powder ; condi- reservation of right to terminate insurance. 
tions in small type. Reaper Ins. Co. v. Van Valkenburgh v. Lenox Ins. Co. .. .viii, 140 
ME ok «64. 0541440040440% Sdaddnsaedes vi, 262 computation of time of expiration of policy. 
keeping extra hazardous goods; taking policy Beahes ¥. Moyet Bae. Oo... ioc... ccccccecee li, 156 
in form not intended; parol evidence. reformation of policies. 
Pindar v. Resolute Ins. Co............- vi, 77 former judgment in action on policy conclu- 
kerosene oil not judicially recognized as ex- sive in action to reform policy in another 
plosive. Wo N. W. Ins. Co....v, 56, 738 court. Steinbach v. Relief Ins, Co., xix, 516 
increase of risk with knowledge of assured. COIN OOS nas. Ko ecncasscccosesess xx, 2 
Hillerman v. Nat. Ins. Co.............. iv, 207 reforming policy so as to insure “the interest 
benzine in barrel. Maryland Ins. Co. v. intended. Snell v. Providence Ins. Co., xviii, 485 
EE de ncdihbacctaccscess i, 496 ; iii, 188 reformation of policies. Maher v. Hibern Ins. 
conditions ; miscelluneous. Berea inci h ie nidvdeecadis ssi neteaan xv, 47 
stipulations as to explosions; fire ensuing. Van Tuyl 1 gene Ins. Co,, x, 122; viii, 286 
Dows v. Faneuil Hall Ins. Co.. ....... xx, 457 BD Ti Bs BN OO vob vc ne ecdpeindendas oe 
clause as to explosions; where fire ensues. —a for nl Ledyard vy. Hartford 
Briggs v. Mer. Ins. Co........ ........ ix, 125 DN Sie aealdn' ee. ahecuadctueess ic tecede i, 277 
condition as to building falling; what reforming policy for benefit of firm taken in 
amounts to “ falling.” Firemen’s Ins, Co. name of one partner. Keith v. Globe Ins. 
v. Congregation, etc. (with notes)..... xiii, 157 Gin ntdansstacecaasesd. 04 Misi esewatnun’ v, 398 
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Insurance—continued. 


PAGE 
ees policy. Strong v. North Am. Ins. 


limitation of right of action to one year; sec- 
ond action not aided by first. Arthur vy, 
Homestead Ins. Co...........eseeeee . xx, 453 

limitation of action ; reckoned from time of 
loss. Johnson v. Humboldt Ins, Co, (with 
GG Boh icbeccctivetinecasvasesenan xx, 503 

time limited in policy for bringing suit not 
suspended by injunction. Wilkinson v. 


wrerenater Tas. 06 ........6..006ssasees . xviii, 58 
computing time of limitation. Black v.Win- 
DEER: icccwendee «0h dances vi, 8 


reforming policy for omission of agent; evi- 
dence. Phenix Ins. Co. v. Hofflheimer ..vi, 262 

inability to bring suit within time specified in 
policy owing to civil war. Semmes v. City 


NS aah aes cc bndomee wanes vi, 185, 291 
waiver of limitation of time for suit. "Oak. 
man v. City Ins. Co........ icine Shoes éeaks, aT 


proof of loss. 


requirement of proof of loss before nearest 
magistrate, Williams v. Niagara Ins, Co.,xx, 55 
making proof; delay. O’Brien v. Phenix 


ints patiniwand dosed ance unde tie xix, 296 
notice of loss ; pleading. Union Ins. Co, v. 

PME x étcteaccnerdese Snennswae’ xix, 181 
furnishing proofs of loss ‘‘ forthwith.” Pal- 

mer v. St. Paul Ins. Co........sccces xviii, 136 


waiver of defense of proof of loss not filed 
in time. Farmers’ Ins, Co. v. Frick...xvi, 153 
diligence required in furnishing proofs of 
loss; waiver. Brink v. Hanover Ins. Co., xvi, 138 
giving notice ‘‘ forthwith.” Bennett v. Lycom- 


kL re terre, rer re ee xiv, 359 
what is immediate notice of loss, O’Conner 

i, I BON hid 6.o 5.6. oss Seecerd ake vi, 262 
limitation of time of proof, Home Ins, Co. v. 

BO 8.5.x0-00 cred chor ceernesewdmeens xiv, 250 
false statement in proof of loss, ""Maher v. 

PE, SNM: Sei nxsacgetsdan snasen itt, 47 
waiver by agent of condition as to proof. 

Bush v. Westchester Ins. Co.......... xiii, 113 
condition as to furnishing evidence, O'Brien 

v. Commercial Ins. Co .......... biedaws xii, 377 


insured not estopped by mistaken statement 

in proofs of loss. McMaster v. New York 

BE GscshusctadsaiWteeds Satevntanad x, 74 
waiver of right of objection to defective 

proofs, Planters’ Mut. Ins.Co. v. Deford, ix, 231 
duty of company to state grounds of refusal 

to pay loss, O’Connor vy. Hartford Ins. Co.,, vi, 262 
statement of loss made by agent of assured. 

Sims v. Hannibal Ins. Co .......... . v, 897 
notice of loss. Works v. Farmers’ Ins. Co., ii, 374 
condition concerning examination of 3 

as toloss. Harris v. Phoenix Ins. Co. , 182 


amount of recovery ; what covered by policy, a 


insurer liable for wearing apparel worn away 
from house where insured. Longueville v. 
West. Ass, Co. (with notes)............ Xx, 
custom in adjustment of loss not applicable 
unless insured had knowledge. Williams 
Vo Mammen Tne, O68... icicicccccccces xx, 
valuation written in policy conclusive under 
Wisconsin act. Reilly v. St. Louis F. Ins, 
GO i hein bcs ccievaccinnsdcsmseceotoons xvii, 332 
amount of recovery not affected ‘by prop osed 
demolition of premises'by board of public 
works. Collingridge v. Royal E. Corp’n., 
xvii, 290 
conditional agreement adjusting amount of 
loss. Whipple v. N. Brit., etc., Ins. Co., 
xii, 318 
receipt of part insurance as in full, not a bar 
to action for balance. Redfield v. Holland 
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Insurance—continued. PAGE. 


whole value of article insured recoverable, 
though damaged by accident causing fire 


Imp. Ins. Co, v. Murray... .........06- 
evidence as to value of property buted. 
Steward v, Phoenix Ins, Co..........viii, 


car insured as contained in car house, after- 
ward damaged while making trip. Annap- 
olis R. R. v. Baltimore Ins. Co..........¥, 
estimate of ordinary witness as to amount of 
goods in store before fire, Terpenning v. 
Come Tix. CG... 65 0650 hess ens ae > 
damage by removal of goods in danger of 
being burned. White v. Republic, etc., 
Ins, Co. (with notes)........ - lil, 229; iv, 
when new stock in trade is covered by policy. 
Peoria Ins. Co. vy. Anapoid... .. ..... 5. iy 
expenses of removing goods covered by policy. 


, 185 
285 


73 


148 


White v. Republic Ins, Co......... esse edi, 192 


expert testimony as to cost of replacing build- 
ing. Tuckerman v, Home Ins, Co...... a, 
Jire caused by assured. 
action for attempt to defraud company by 
burning building ; proof of corporate organ- 
ization. State v. Byrne. ........... rm: S 
defense of willful burning insured property ; 
measure of proof. Kane y. Hibernia Ins. 
Co, (with notes)....xvii, 179; (in full), Id., 
measure of evidence when defense of willful 
burning set up. Blaeser v, Milwaukee Ins, 
Rs 65:56 ss dn i006 bbe Oke oa ema ae xii, 
fire set by insane wife left alone, 
co ge Serr erry ee iv, 
degree of negligence of assured sufficient to 
vitiate policy. Gove v. Ins. Co, ....... iii, 
rights of ‘egal representatives. 
policy for benefit of heirs andassigns ; widow 
cannot claim, Gauch vy, St. Louis Ins, Co. 
(with notes)........-.sseeee. cocesees -Xviii, 
meaning of “ legal representativ es.” Georgia 


136 


226 


221 


498 


162 


H. Ins, Co. y. Kennier’s Adm’x....... .xv, 187 


rights of widow and heirs in proceeds of 
policy, where loss occurred after death of 
insured. Hudnall vy. Barkle (with notes), xiii, 
testamentary trustee entitled to benefit of 
policy insuring heirs and representatives, 
Savage v. Howard Ins. Co......... oon ¥E, 
rights of successive owners of property in- 
‘sured by first owner as “ held in,trust,” ete, 
Waring v. Indemnity Ins. Co...... ... iv, 
action after death of assured in name of ad- 
ministrators; forfeiture by death. Leppin 
GV. Cnet OD, TR, Gi oo ccc ccctcc ceased iii, 
subrogation of insurers. 

subrogation of company to rights of insured 
against wrong-doer, causing loss, Connec- 
ticut Ins. Co. v. Erie R, R..... ore xviii, 
subrogation of insurers to interest of mort- 
gagee. Ulster C. 8. Inst’n v. Decker. . xvii, 
subrogation of company insuring mortgagee 
to interest in mortgage equal to loss paid. 
a re xvi, 
assignment to insurers of owners’ rights for 
negligent destruction of property by loco- 
motive. Etna Ins. Co. v. Hannibal Ins, Co., 
is, 

lien of company on buildings insured under 
clause in policy. Kentucky F, Ins. Co. v. 
OE oo is none 004060 nnetianes eee v, 
company not to be subrogated to rights of in- 
sured under contract of sale. W er 
| perry y, 
subrogation of insurers, Springfield Ins. Co. 
v. Allen..... Co cd 0g bs a 66eeeseneeseg ve * 

reinsurance, 

original insured not in privity with rein- 
surer; rights of insured company. Gantt 


109 


329 


95 


807 


179 


853 


86 


285 


158 


141 
178 


v, Am. Ins. Co....... sccceccencsesce city Ome 
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Insurance — continued. 


ance, Blackstone v. Fire Ins, 
loss payable by reinsurers pro cote i i tow 
vency of reinsured company. Blackstone 
Th, SES FEL GI. pavcccccncces oo x, 
reinsurance; purchase of policies by reinsur- 
ing company ; set-off. Hovey v. Home Ins. 


om of payment of reinsurance. 
v. Allemania Ins, Co 
question whether a policy was of reinsur- 
ance or an ordinary policy ; purchase by 
one company of policy of another, Excel- 
sior Ins. Co. v. Royal Ins, Co ii 
III. life insurance. 
Soreign companies ; miscellaneous, 
‘ policy on life of non-resident a domestic con- 
tract. Desmares v. M. Benefit Ins. Co., xix, 
acceptance of application received through 
Massachusetts agent by company in New 
York, is a New York contract. Shattuck 
v. Mutual Ins, Co i 
rights of foreign companies apart from in- 
surance business. Charter O. Ins. Co. v. 


British corporation when subject to same 
Robinson y, In. Ass. 


rules as domestic. 


prescribing conditionsas to foreign companies 
doing business here. Cincinnati Ass. Co. 
v. Rosenthal 

concurrent suits by principal and auxiliary 
administrators on policy of company doing 
business in both jurisdictions. Merrill v. 
N. E. M. Ins, Co 

endowment policy ; paid up premiums; cross- 
ing ocean without consent. Douglas v. 
Knickerbocker Ins. Co Xxx, 

non-forfeiting policies; cancellatior. Chase 
v. Phenix Ins. Co 

mutual benevolent associations engaged in 
insurance; unlawful without charter. 
State v. Citizens’ B. Ass’n iii 

taking paid-up policy ; adjusting debt on pre- 
mium notes, Brooklyn L. Ins. Co. v. 


when policy-holder may seek discovery with 
view to division of profits. Hudson v. 
Knickerbocker Ins. Co 
action on policy on the ten-year plan; 
tion as to application of profits against pre- 
miums, etc. nner v. Northw. Ins. Co., xiv, 
renewal policy ; statements of insured. Day 
v. Mutual Benefit Ins. Co. (with notes), xi, 
insurable interest. 
: Z om a A — af = ately life for his 
own benefit, void. Singleton v. St. Louis 
fd 4 343 M. Ins. Co. (with me ii 
policy in favor of sister to whom insured was 
in debt not a wager policy. (N. Y.) Good- 
win v. Mass. L. I. Co ii 
insurable interest of sister in brother’s —_ 
Etna Ins, Co. v. France 
insurable interest of son in father’s ite, 
Kane v. Reserve Ins. Co. (with notes), xv, 
xvi, 
assignment of policy, ete. 
assignee of life policy with company’s con- 
sent must have insurable interest to sue. 
Missouri V. Ins. Co. v. Sturges (with notes), 
xix, 
effect of assignment of policy taken payable 
to “ legal heirs.” Gosling v. Caldwell, xix, 
policy assigned to secure person paying pre- 
miums ; redemption. Matthews v. Sheehan, 
xvi, 


PAGE. 
payments pro rata; conditions - eoeer~ t 


127 


266 


99 
239 


220 


220 


138 


236 





Insurance — continued. PAGE, 
invalid assignment of policy to creditor ; 
necessity of making administrator party in 
action on policy, Crossley v. Glasgow Ass. 
xv, 447 
sale of life insurance policy to one without 
interest in life. Clark v. Allen (in full), xv, 409 
Missouri V. Ins. Co. v. Sturges (in full), Id., 496 
clause forbidding transfer ; transfer by deliv. 
ery. Marcus v. St, Louis Ins. Co.... .xv, 274 
power of substitution of beneficiary under 
policy. Eiseman v. Judah . -xv, 355 
action to have insurance declared trust for in- 
fant children of assured; evidence. Silvey 
rere . xiv, 880 
assignment of insurance policy to trustee for 
assignor’s children invalid unless delivered. 
Trough’s estate . 
effect a residuary devise on proceeds of life 
policy. Keller v. Gaylor 
assignment contrary to terms of policy. 
Stevens v. Warren 236 
policy payable to children on wife’s death ; 
substitution by husband, Chapin v. Fel- 
lows iii, 94; v, 398 
assignment of policy of insurance for ‘benefit 
of children; delivery. Otis v. Beckwith, i, 
husband and wife. 
interest of wife in policy for her benefit; de- 
livery to her not essential ; assignment A 
her. Fowler v. Butterfly 
policy for benefit of wife ; action by bactond 
to recover premiums on company’s insol- 
vency. Universal Ins. Co. v. Coghill. .xx, 
assignment of policy to wife to defraud hus- 
band’s creditors. United B. Aid Society v. 


surrender of policy taken by husband in favor 
of ns wife’s consent necessary. Still- 
well v. N. Y. M. Ins. Co 

effect of divorce on insurable interest. 
Ins. Co. v. Schaefer 

death of wife to whom policy is payable be- 
fore husband. Deginther’s appeal 

disposal of proceeds of policy on husband's 
life payable to wife dying first. Ander- 
son’s estate (with notes) i 

taker of policy from husband obtaining assign- 
ment from wife by improper influence held 
a trustee for her, Barry v. Brunn ....xiv, 

insurance on life of wife for benefit of hus- 
band ; his rights against her assignee in 
bankruptcy. Owen, re vii, 410 

assignment of policy on husband’s life for 
wife’s benefit. Charter O. Ins. Co. v. Brant,v, 398 

action by wife on policy procured by husband 
on his life payable to her; stipulations 
made by husband binding on her. Baker v. 
Union Ins. Co 

question as to property in policy obtained by 
wife on husband's life, where wife died first. 
Secor v. Dalton 

delivery of policy. 

delivery of policy after death of insured. 
Piedmont Ins. Co, v. Ewing ..... soe cell, 

when contract is void for want of mutuality. 
Mutual Ins. Co. v. Young (in full) 

parol declarations of agent prior to delivery 
of policy not admissible. Sullivan v. Cot- 


173 


action on contract where policy had not been 
delivered, Cooper v. Pacific M. Ins. Co., vi, 
question of proof of mg “ed of policy. 
Markey v. Mutual V. Ins. C 
death of insured before ousudiens was paid or 
policy delivered. Collins v. Ins. Co ii, 198 
representations and warranties ; fraud. 
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Insurance—continued. PAGE. | Insurance—continued. PAGE. 
other insurance ; concealment in application. false statements as to health. alongs v. 

London Assurance v. Mansel, xx, 397; xix, 321 Se OSE. “era sateusenalade i, 182 


promise not to practice pernicious habits 
held not warranty. Knecht v. N. Y. Mu- 


RES A  E RE RE, Sa Frg xx, 214 
representation of temperate habits ; evidence. 

McGinley v. U. 8. Ins. Co............ ax, 9&7 
statements as to hereditary diseases. New- 

tom v. Muataal B. Ing. Co ...c.ccccces xix, 296 


action for fraudulently inducing plaintiff to 
insure. Rohrschneider v, Knickerbocker 
BN Sis icin hile eheretesd oiht-k ch eeieaeical xix, 217 
effect of representations not to be extended 
by implication. Higgins v. Phcenix Ins. 


IS ep IO re xviii, 156 
mis-statement as to age. Epes v. Arlington 
Ie. MN OND 3:68 53. 249406. sncddcboems xviii, 76 


representations as to health. Mutual B. 
Ins. Co. v. Higginbotham (in full)....xvii, 52 


answer as to use of intoxicating liquor. vee 
Valkenburgh v. Am. Ins. Co.......... xvi, 118 

statements as to health and medical attend. 
ance. Cushman v. U. §. Ins. Co...... xvi, 117 


representations as to age ; evidence contra- 
dicting proofs of loss, Connecticut M. Ins: 


Sie. F. isxh00.4.08) ac0sesmeenned xv, 468 
parol explanation of answers in application. 
eae Se Ee ere xv, 388 


presumption of knowledge of contents of in- 
struments signed. pete: v. Am. Life 
SI ais dhichi niigldiitalsntak tins ideaes bared xv, 852 

as to health. Dilliber v. Home Ins. Co. .xv, 310 

company not bound by false advice of ex- 
amining physician. Flynn v. Equit. Life 


RMN, nb dibhig debi eaten asdenieteln al xv, 105 
representations as to temperate habits. 
| Se Pe er ee xiv, 360 
agents modifying answers of applicant. 
Beomet ¥. teeme Ine. Oe...666 casccave xiii, 431 
mis-statements fatal though immaterial, 
Etna Ins. Co. v. France............. xiii, 201 


concealment of disease; evidence of prior 
declarations of applicant. Swift v. Mass. 
Rh ae rrr err xii, 363 
fraudulent writing by company’s agent of un- 
true answers in application, Ryan vy. 
Bi iso, ocasenecasntentnand xii, 361 
policy avoided by untrue answers in applica- 
tion, though immaterial. Jeffries v. Eco- 
nomical Ins. Co. (in full).......... xi, 231, 300 
warranties ; what constitutes. Am. Life Ins. 
RL, i, Is. 1053, > 6d nish orm-ecicnste deacnincn il xi, 158 
statements in application ; doctrine of war- 
ranty limited. Fitch v. ‘American Ins. Co. 
(in full and remarked on).......... xi, 91, 120 
policy not avoided by mere mistake in an- 
swer, corrected by other answers. Swifts 
Tp, EN, Mg, Bi: Gs scnadedaniee wees ix, 157 
fraudulent’ conspiracy ; mistake of fact; ac- 
tion by company. Nat. Ins. Co. v. Murch, 
ix, 40 
mmis-statements to medicalexaminer. Higbie 
_ ££ "SRR Seer viii, 392 
fraudulent concealment of facts as to health; 
materiality. Horn v. Amicable Ins. Co., 
vii, 109 
concealment of material facts as ground for 
forfeiture. Smith v. Etna Ins. Co.....vii, 40 
facts sustaining defense of death from use of 
liquors. Miller v. Mutual B. Ins. Co..vi, 262 
what concealment is not fraudulent; pre- 
sumptions against suicide. Mallory v. 


pO gf he errr rrr vi, 66 
representations as to health of applicant. 
om he reer v, 199 


warranty of freedom from use of stimulants. 
Horton y, Eq. Ass, Soc........ ii, 255; iii, 238 
19 





dealings with Praoeh 
rescinding policy induced by fraud of agent ; 
who may rescind. United States Ins. Co. 
Vo, WERE.» + cctonsasannennces weinind xix, 75 
local agents cannot establish custom nullify- 
ing provisions of policy. Lewis v. Phoenix 
ROP PLO xviii, 176 
conditions of policy not affected by state- 
ments of agents before issue of policy. 
Union Ins, Co. v. Mowrey........... xvii, 233 
payment of premium to agent by one ignor- 
ant of revocation of his authority. South- 
ern Ins. Co. v. McCain ....... ...... xvii, 153 
payment of premium ; waiver by agent. N. 
. Globe M. Ins. Cos v. Wolff (in full), xvi, 435 
when company is bound by agent’s waiver of 
forfeiture for non-payment of premium. 
Murphy v. Southern Ins, Co.(with notes),xi, 231 
payment of premium to agent, when g 
against company. Chickering v. Globe lus. 
ON a pre come © 
unauthorized renewal by assured’s agent for 
himself and principal; liability for pro- 
ceeds, Dutton v. Willner..........- viii, 284 
fraudulent agreement between agent of com- 
pany and insurer for policy on life of third 
person, Lewis v. Phoenix Ins. Co ....viii, 396 
question between company and agent as to 


compensation uuder contract. Shaw v. 
Boome Ls. Ine. CO 3,....200cssescvsesnes vii, 137 
informally signed receipts for ee 
Norton v. Phoenix Ins. Co .............. 
countersigning by agent. Badger v. Am. tus 
i660 5 65044044540 6000s ae nee , 898 
agency of a aad firm revoked. by death of 
partner. artine v. Int. Ass. Society. . 364 
powers of agent of foreign company. (N. y. ) 
Markey v. Mutual B. Ins. Co........... iv, 237 
agent of foreign company ; admissions by 
agent, etc. Mowry v. Home Ins. Co..... i, 417 


conditions and causes of forfeiture. 
intermittent absences as cause of forfeiture. 
Paine v. Agric. Ins. Co. (with notes) ....xi, 263 
conditions as to visiting certain places without 
consent of company. Evans v. United 


UNO PG, 5:0 0 0:0 os:neomdns oes xiii, 330, 481 
condition as to willful exposure to unnec- 

essary peril. Ins. Co. v. Seaver ........ x, 349 
clause as to casualties of war, etc. Welts v. 

Combe, Th. Ss Gs 550 5 o:0h mene dec Seeene vi, 242 


suicide of assured ; insanity. 
suicide of insured; construction of policy ; 
intention, Adkins y. Columbia Ins. Co. 
EO a LPS ey xx, 491 
attempt to take one’s own life as ev idence of 


insanity. Wolff v, Conn, M. Ins. Co. (with 

RARIIITN 10s‘ nacasmenai gai dianietinen 246 cauel anal xix, 167 
voluntary death while insane. Conn. M. Ins. 

Co. v. Groom (with notes)............ xvii, 418 
condition against suicide ; wo cl Weed v. 

Mut. B. Ins. Co. (remarked on)... .xvi, 402, 414 


Charter Oak Ins. Co. v. Rodel ......... xvi, 415 
condition against suicide, “sane or insane, 

Bigelow v. Berkshire Ins, Co. (in full)..xv, 11 
presumptions as to suicide, Hartford Cont. 


Ins. Co. v. Delfinch (with notes). rr xiv, 303 
suicide clause. Knickerbocker Ins. Co. v. 
Es 0:00. :cnatabletbes hat none sneeie xii, 274 


suicide clause ; not operative on death at 
hands of another while engaged in illegal 
act. Goetzmann v. Conn, Ins. Co. ened” 3 
OR a races ani 6) cient tsa ti est anening ae Shas a8 263 
degree of insanity necessary to save ae 
Van Zandt v. Mutual B, Ins. Co. (remarked 
QED cocdcnsccsesecbecees xi, 874; x, 60; vi, 96 





146 


CASE-INDEX. 





Insurance — continued. 


P. 
suicide while insane not a cause of as 
(with notes) 
preliminary proofs ; suicide. 
Co. v. Newton (in full) 
evidence of suicide ; competency of affidavits 
furnished to oer to prove death. Mut., 
etc., Ins. Co. v. Newton 
suicide while insane. McClure v. Mut. Ins. 
Cc 
suicide by insane. De Gogorza v. Knicker- 
bocker Ins. ('o.. 
effect of suicide under insane impulse or im. 
paired faculties. N.Y. Mutual Ins. Co. v. 
Terry (in full) ii 
suicide while insane. Cooper v. Mass. Ins. 
v, 159; iv, 
presumption against ‘suicide. Mallory v. 
Travelers’ Ins. v, 
condition as to insured dying in known viola. 
tion of law, Bradley v. Mut. Ben. Ins, Co, ii, 
non-payment of premiums. 
action on premium note; continuing insur- 
ance ; payment by installments. Vorst. v. 
Am. [us. Co. i 
remedy for refusal of insurance compan 
receive premiums, Day v. Conn. nnd 
Co. (in full) 
pre-payment of premiums ; 
v. Knickerbocker Ins. Co 
waiver of forfeiture for non-payment vy pr 
vious practice of company. Union C. 


tay 


waiver. 


forfeiture by non payment of premiums. 
Lewis v. Pheenix a See aye Xviii, 
estoppel of company. Meyer v. Knicker- 
bocker Ins. Co xvii, 
forfeiture for non-payment; mortgage of 
licy to agent; equitable interference. 
a v. Mutual B. Ins. Co. (with notes), 
xvii, 
action to recover back premiums paid on 
fraudulent representations by company.. 
Rohrschneider v. Knickerbocker Ins. Co,, 
xvii. 
forfeiture by non-payment of premiums), 
New York Ins. Co. v. Eggleston (in full, xvii 
option of company to forfeit for non-payment 
must be exercised, Mut, Ins, 
French (with notes) i 
waiver by agent. Knickerbocker Ins. Co. v. 


waiver. Piedmont Ins. Co. v. Lester. . 
Hudson v. Knickerbocker Ins. Co 
Marcus vy. St. Louis Ins. Co 
Roelges v. Guardian Ins. Co 

effect of advertisement by company limiting 
operation of clause. Steel v. St. Louis 
Ins. Co. (with notes) xvi, 175; xv, 

effect of delay in payment. Coombs v. Char- 
ter Oak Co 

waiver ; policy a continuous contract for life. 
Homer v. Guardian Ins. Co 

insanity a good excuse for non- 
premium, Wheeler v. Conn. 
(remarked on) 

forfeiture for default in payment on fixed 
date ; sickness. Klein v. New York Ins. 
Co 


wes of 
Ins Co. 


waiver by agent of pre-payment of premium, 
Brooklyn Ins. Co. v. parme iv, 
evidence of payment of premium ; action on 
sem A to deceased agent. Norton v. 
henix Ins. Co 


— of receiving premium within reasona- 
ble time after due, Howell v. Knicker- 


AGE. 


156 
90 
10 


62 
92 
494 


176 
474 


454 
368 


39 


Insurance—continued. 





forfeitnre by non-payment of premiums. 
Shaw v. Republic Ins. Co 
McAllister v. N. E. Ins. Co 
Baker v. Union Ins, Co 
N. E. M. Ins, Co. v. Hasbrook’s adm’r.. 
McAllister v. N. E. Ins. Co 
Helme v. Phil. Ins. Co 
effect of civil war on policies. 
forfeiture by non-payment of premiums. 
New York Ins. Co. v. Statham (in full), 
xiv, 309, 286, 301, 
Worthington v. Charter O. Ins. Co ..xii, 
Robinson v. In. Ass. Soc i i 


paying premiums in confederate nyaens 
obinson v. Int, Ass. Soc 
agents in rebel states. 
Davis 
foreign companies with agents in Confederate 
States. 
effect of war on policies issued by southern 
agent. Manhattan Ins. Co. v. Warwick, v, 
effect of war on authority of southern agents 
of northern companies. Harden v. Boyce, iv, 
interruption by war; stay-laws. Life Ins. 
Co. v. Duerson’s Executors 
payment of premiums in Confederate money. 
Cohen v. New York Mutual Ins. Co.; Sands 
v. New York Ins. Co i i 
effect of war on life insurance contracts. 
N. Y. L. Ins. Co. v. Davis (in full)... xvii, 
Hillyard v. Mutual B. Ins. Co.......... ix, 
Tait v. N. Y. Ins. Co ii 
N. Y. Ins. Co. v. Clopton 
renewal ; lapse of policy. 
reviving lapsed policy; waiver by company. 
Miesell v. Globe Ins. Co 
issue of new policies in place of old; to whose 
benefit they inure. Larry v. Brune . . xvii, 
renewal of policy lapsed for non-payment of 
premiums. Harris v. Eq. Ass. Society, xiii, 
reinsurance, 
defenses by reinsuring company. aoe? v. 
Cont. Ins. Co Vv 
reinsurance, Fischer v. New York Hope ae 
‘o ae 
liability of reinsured to original assured where 
they have collected reinsurance. Glen v. 
Hope Life Ins. Co. ot 
death of insured ; proofs. 
waiver of proofs of insured’s death. one 
v. Knickerbocker Ins. Co 
waiver by company of notice of death. Good. 
win v. Mass. L. Ins, Co 
action not maintainable by company against 
one wrongfully killing insured. Mobile 
Ins. Co. v. Brame (in full).. ........xvii, 
letters of administration not sufficient proof 
of death. Mutual B. Ins. Co, v.Tisdale (in 
full) xiii, 
preliminary proofs. 
Ins. 
insolvency of company. 
procedure against insolvent companies in New 
York; rights of policy-holders ; priority. 
People v. Security Ins. Co 
ordef of payment of claims on life policies 
| ve company. Vanatta v. N. J. 
Ins. C 
winding - insolvent corporation; parties. 
(x. Y.) Attorney-General v. N. Am. L. Ins. 


an order appointing receiver is justified. 
Attorney-General v. Atlantic Ins. Co. (in 
full) xviii, 
right of receiver and policy-holders to be 


PAGE, 


Martine v. London Ass. Society, vi, 189 


159 
161 


, 165 


12 
49 
23 
414 
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PAGE. 
heard on motion to set aside adjudication, 
Atlantic Ins, Co., ve (in full) xvi, 453 


IV. marine insurance. 


connected topics: salvage ; general average. 
in general ; insurable interest ; policies, ete, 
maritime lien does not extend to proceeds of 
insurance. The Peshtigo 378 
marine insurance a maritime contract. N. 
Mar. Ins. Co. v. Dunham (in full)... .v, 288, 305 
lien of sub-agent on policies for premiums 
paid by him. Fisher v. Smith 303 
transfer by company of premium notes. 
Great W. Ins. Co. v. Thayer -iv, 
assessments by mutual company for losses. 
York Ins. Co. v. 
insurable interest ; policy for whom it may 
concern, Hooper v. Robinson i 
meaning of “ port risk”; expert testimony. 
Nelson v. Secor Ins. Co xvii, 109 
wagering policies. Allkins v. Jupe i 
valued policy; defenses; disputing interest 
on whole subject or valuation. Williams 
v. N. China Ins. Co xv, 187 
policy effected by part owner for whom it 
might concern; parties to action. Sleeper 
v. Union Ins. Co 128 
right of part owner insuring in his own name 
to sue alone on policy. Knight v. Eureka 
Ins. Co .Xv, 
voyage policy and time policy combined. 
Gambles v. Ocean Ins. Co. .......... xiii, 
loss before shipment completed ; question of 
insurable interest of foreign purchaser. An- 
derson v. Morice. xiii, 185; xv, 
question as to assignment of policy to buyer 
of cargo; assignment after interest termi- 
nated. North of England Co. v. Archangel 
Ins. Co xii, 
reforming policy after loss 
Co. 
insurance to protect advances on bottomry 
bond. Merch. Ins. Co. v. Baring (in full), 


x, 
insurance “at and from” a port; delay. De 


Ins. Co 


Wolf v. Archangel, etc., 
Fisher v. Liv- 


‘* slip” policy ; English acts. 
erpool Ins. C 

insurance of steamship in dry dock ; place 
material. Pearson v. Comm. Ass. Co., viii, 

insurance on account of whom it may con- 
cern; set-off. Pacific M. St. Co. v. ‘Great 
W. Ins. Co 14 

parties to action; policy ‘fon account of 
whom it may concern ” ; ante-dated policy. 
Hughes v. Mercantile Ins. Co 317 

alteration of declaration under open policy 
after loss. Stephens v. Australasian Ins. 
Co 


, 169 
refusal to deliver policy after risk once ac- 
cepted. Fried v. Roval Ins. Co vii, 282 
agreement to furnish insurance inspectors 
with reports of inspection; what reports 
sufficient ; attempt to vary contract. 4 
v. Hartshorn 349 
reinsurance; time of commencement pos 
termination under special clauses of policy. 
Joyce v. Realm Ins. Co 
policy to cover goods per ship to be de- 
clared; misnomer; proving intention by 
slip of policy. (Eng) Ionides v. Pacific, 
etc., Ins. Co 211 
risk to commence from loading ; ers 
cargo. Beckett v. West of E. Ins. Co...v, 157 
question whether vessel was “on a nemeae” 
termination of risk. Washington Ins. Co. 
Fi WEORs 6.50005 00m orereesaure iv, 238; v, 399 
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PAGE, 
insurable interest of mortgagee of vessel. 
Clark v. Washington Ins. Co iii, 188 
risks need not be specified in detail. 
hurst v. Gloucester Ins. Co....... ....-ili, 188 
question whether consignment and invoice of 
old were in conformity to terms of policy. 
lack v. Columbian Ins, Co 12 
valued policy ; right of insurers to damages 
recovered by insured for collision. North 
of E. Ins, Ass. v. Armstrong 
insurable interest; advances by charterer. 
Currie v. Bombay Ins. Co 
insurable interest; policy on account of 
whom it might concern. Freeman v. 
Charter Ins. C i, 300 
inception of risk; insurance at and from port. 
Barber v. Fleming ete MPP e ORS a i, 217 
warranty ; mistake, ete. 
when burden of proof as to seaworthiness is 
on insurer, Pickup v. Thames, etc., Ins. ’ 
i 5 
time policy; implied warranty of seaworthi- 
ness; question of cause of loss. Dudgen 
el eer xv, 478; xi 
locality of subject insured ; insurance of ship 
as lying in particular place. Pearson v. 
Comm. Ins. Co 
implied warranty of seaworthiness in time 
policy 
extent of the warranty of seaworthiness, 
Daniels v. Harris 
warranty as to amount of insurance on hull. 
Lishman v. North M. Ins. Co iii 
insuring vessel under mistaken name. 
Hughes v. Mercantile Ins. Co. ..vii, 317; x, 
warranty of goods not contraband of war. 
Seymour v. London, etc., Ins. Co vi, 407 
warranty as to amount of freight to be taken. 
Thwing v. Great W. Ins. Co.... v, 899 
burden of proving performance of express 
warranty. McLoon v. Com. Ins. Co... .iii, 188 
sea and river policy; implied warranty of 
seaworthiness. Quebec Ins. Co. v. Com- 
Moorslal TAME... 0.00.9.65. 4% +000 90800000006 ii, 56 
fraudulent concealment of facts. 
concealment of loss between acceptance of 
risk and making of policy. Lishman v. 
North. Mar. Ins. Co., xiii, 31; xi, 349 ; viii, 24 
vii, 268 
initialing ship subject to ratification; con- 
cealment of material facts. Cory v. Patton, 
xi, 
concealment; excessive valuation. Ionides 
i, 61 
use of phrase “lost or not lost.” Ins. Co. v. 
Folsom 107 
disaffirming policy for concealment ; " waiver. 
Morrison v. Un. M. Ins. Co... viii, 154; vii, 253 
concealment of character of port where ves- 
sel wastoload. Harrower v. Hutchinson,ii, 156 
misrepresentation of material facts. Ander- 
son v. Pacific, etc,, Ins, Co 304 
deviation, etc. 
deviation to save life justifiable, but not to 
save property. Scaramanga v. Stamp (re- 
marked on) 
what is deviation ; detention in ee 
v. Pacific Ins. Co 
deviation by fishing vessel for bait. 
v. Equitable Ins. Co 
reforming contract where vee is made. 
Hearne v N. E. Ins. Co 
Equitable Ins, Co, v. Hearne 
prohibition to enter certain ports; loss while 
attempting to enter. Snow v. Columbian 
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policy avoided by unauthorized trial trip. 


Fernandez v. G. W. Ins. Co. ........... vi, 342 
entering prohibited port, Odione v. N. _ 
EIN aas  gaadente+sstasads. +4 sens 159 
other cases of deviation. Wingate v. Foster, 
xviii, 156 
question of deviation. Audenried v. Merc. 
Dt - -1eecckadathaetaadis aseees 1 viii, 348 
detention ; capture. 
* when policy covers overland transit; deten- 
tion of goods in besieged town ; “ restraint 
of princes.” Rodoconachi v. Elliott... * 61 
x, 12 
detention by reason of hostilities of nations. 
Murray v. Harmony Ins, Co... .ii, 494 ; iii, 170 
capture; sale of goods by order of prize 
court ; total loss, Stringer v. English, etc., 
SN ae BP eo nt Ge RE Le ii, 194 
special clauses of policy 
clause as to loss of freight by sea-damage. 
Griffiths v. Bramley-Moore.... ....... xix, 341 
proviso as to disclosing subsequent insurance. 
Austr. Agr. Co. v, Saunders.......... xiii, 168 
damage from ice ; requirement of policy as to 
safe mooring. Allison v. Corn Ex. Ins. 
Dt shiehdendkes Hens hdacnshed oe cessees xi, 194 
prior insurance ; usage. Fabbrie v. Pheenix 
MU WE Ab eade nesesencediccasecece coos 61 
suing and laboring clause, Alexandre v. Sun 
BE MIE 0:0 'ns EG. cddn eh ct pester epenes viii, 125 
conditions as to leakage, etc.; burden of 
roof; suing and laboring clause. Cory v. 
Sone _ 7 rar viii, 109 
condition as to bursting of boilers. Evans v. 
ST Tee v, 399 
condition as to loading only 5-7 ton- 
nage. Thwing v. Great W. Ins. Co....iv, 238 
total loss. 
what is ‘‘ actual total loss. Burt v. Brewer's, 
ee eee xx, 334 
recovery for constructive total loss as for 
actual total loss. Kaltenbach v. McKenzie, 
xviii, 257 
be is total loss. Robertson v. Atlantic _ . 
LARPAe EC aeKs dtendeddgadecdecses.nss , 16 
Goesi W. Ins. Co. v. Fogarty (in full).. ; 869 
eo 3850 
total loss; abandonment essential to claim. 
Globe Ins. Co. v. Sherlock...........- xiii, 235 
limitation of time for action; loss becoming 
total after first accident to vessel. Brown- 
BE Fe BOOP, TAM, GO. 6 osc ccsce-cecccce. x, 105 
total loss; subsequent recovery by insurers 
of some of property abandoned. betes 
CE Ws Is MS Kd asec cvsedaceeses , 899 
sinking not proof of total loss. The Balti. - 
i, 


more 
constructive total loss; notice of abandon- 
ment. Currie v. Bombay Ins. Uo. ...i, 454 
loss in general ; liability of wmesurers ; abandon. 
ment ; subrogation, ete. 
measure of loss where owner elected to re- 


ee 


ir; salvage expenses. Aitchison v. 
arr Sch he pie ae I A ei xx, 476 
waiver of proof of loss. Enterprise Ins. Co. 
We BUG, oc cscne cvccccccencecesccs xix, 499 
notice of abandonment necessary, though 
ship afterward sold. Kaltenbach v. Mac. 
AA pee RE pipiens de leieg  SPieaeiayoee xix, 222 


freight to contribute to salvage, though not 
due at the time, if afterward collected. 
Hubbell v. Great W. Ins. Co... ... xviii, 318 

abandonment of cargo; effect on insurance of 
freight. Hubbell v. Great W. Ins. Co., 


xviii, 318 








partial loss; repairs; one-third new for old, 





prepayment of part of freight; action for loss 
of remainder. Allison v. Bristol Ins. Co., 
xiv, 266; xi, 
loss by collision covered. Germ, Ins. Co. v. 
Sherlock oes em 
question whether policy covered goods in 
stevedore’s warehouses. Australian Ag 
CO. CR cs cseiesxe copuest . xiii, 
what is loss by perils of sea; sinking in port 
in fine mrt A Anderson v. Morice, xiii, 
insurance by agent ; action by principal in 
own name. Browning v. Prov. Ins. Co., x, 
damaye to part of goods insured ; consequent 
depreciation in market value of remainder. 
Cator v. Great W. Ins. Co............ viii, 
loss of freight by perils of sea; homeward 
freight ; abandonment of vessel injured on 
outward voyage. Rankin v. Potter... viii, 
partial Joss; return duties received by in- 
sured from custom-house. Cory v. Boyls- 
ton Ins. Co viii, 
when insurance brokers make themselves 
liable as insurers. Murray v. Robinson, 
vii, 
waiver of provision of policy against abandon- 
ment ; subrogation. Security Ins. Co. v. 
UN 5k Shok40tKs ohcacbank cahmns vii, 
usage as to different insurances effected on 
property of indefinite value; liability for 
roportionate amount of loss. Fabbre v. 
3 errr rer errr 
valued policy on freight ; whether freight 
includes passage money; mode of calcu- 
om loss recoverable. Denoon v. Home, 
Me ro 5-cebeveeien baceascanens vi, 
policy of freight insurance; premature sur- 
render to underwriters, Allen v. Mercan- 
A SE AF v, 
effect of abandonment to insurers and pay- 
ment of insurance on right of holder of bill 
of sale of vessel against claimant under 
barratrous sale. Clark v. Wilson...... iv 
partial and total loss under different policies. 
Lidgett v. Secretan. ........cccscccoces iv, 
policy on freight; notice of abandonment. 
4 0 ere ii, 
liability for freight of insurers taking pos- 
session of damaged goods at way port; lia- 
bility of carrier causing damage. The 
Mohawk ‘ 
Intent; see abortion; adulteration; criminal law; 
fraud ; dteration of instruments; animals ; 
malicious prosecution; interest and usury ; 
malice. 
Interest and usury, 
as to usury by national banks, see banks, 
see also, conflict of lows ; alteration of instru- 
ments. 
interest ; when allowable, etc. ; see also, pay- 
ment ; mortgages, etc. 
interest after maturity of contract. Holden 
v. Freedman 8. & T. Co. (remarked on), xx, 
interest, when not allowed on unliquidated 
demand. White v. Miller. . 


ee ee ee ey 


ee ee 


PAGE. | Insurance—continued. PAGE, 
etc, ; salvage expenses. Lohre v. Aitchi- 
i icsaiens5 «0b bebo b ities Sen" ook xviii, 458, 156 

necessity of notice of abandonment, Potter 
WO bk in:ds ded et ce «bats .. . Xviii, 460 
no claim maintainable by underwriters on 
collision between ships of same owner. 
(Eng.) Simpson v. Thompson....... xvii, 251 
subrogation of insurers where vessel causing 
collision belonged to same owner. Burrell 
WA oc ecedoaus: euasa¥aces abet xv, 169 
recourse of insurer against wrong-doer. 
Po ee eee xv, 126 
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405 


211 


398 


219 


177 
92 


i, 457 


483 


.. Xx, 352 
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Interest and usury — continued. PAGE. 
when interest is allowable on unpaid rent. 
DeLavalette v. Wendt xix, 
note on demand ; interest recoverable to date 
of judgment; rate after maturity. Paine 
v. Caswell (with notes) a 
contract rate of interest on demand note re- 
coverable to verdict or judgment, Paine 
v. Caswell. iii 
existing contracts not affected by change in 
legal rate. Seymour v. Continental Ins. 


ee sof interest after maturity where note is 
silent. Eaton v, Boissonnault (with notes), 
xvii, 

interest after maturity. (Maine.) Duran v. 


question of time when interest began to be 
payable on mortgage debt. Cook v. Clark, 
xv, 
on city debt run from demand only. Taylor 
v. New Y xiv, 330 
right to interest on liquidated debt, though 
jury reduce amount arbitrarily. Martin v. 
Silliman 26 
limiting recovery of interest to date of ref- 
eree’s report. Saverhill v. Suydam...viii, 57 
when legacies bear interest, Cooper v. Scott, 
ii, 
interest on disbursements by attorney. Had- 
ley v. Ayres 
interest on unliquidated damages. 
Chicago, ete., R. R 
usury ; conflict of laws, ete. 
place of delivery of note the test of law of 
contract. Hart v. Wills 
action for recovery of usurious interest regu- 
lated by laws of place of payment. LEast- 
wood v. Kennedy (with notes) 
conflict of state laws. Cockle v. Flack ..xv 
lex loci ; note made in Maryland and renewed 
in Virginia, Bowman v. Miller (with notes), 
xiv, 175 
case of note made in one state and payable in 
another. Kilgore v. Dempsey (with notes), 
xii, 8323 ; xiii, 233 
state laws superseded by federal act as to 
national banks taking usury. Buffalo F. & 
M. Bank v. Dearing (in full) ii, , ool 
Virginia act forbidding corporations to set up . 
usury, applicable to contracts already made. 
Danville v. Pace (in full). .............x, 54 
action against bank by assignee to recover 
usurious loans repaid by bankrupt. Tiffany 
v. Boatman’s Savings Inst. (in full) ix, 224 
operation of New York usury acts on state 
banks. Fayetteville F. Bank v. Hale, ix, 202, 220 
law in force at time action is brought to gov- 
ern. Perrin v. Lyman’s Administrator. .ii, 357 
bond and mortgage made here on iands out- 
side state, governed by laws of this state. 
Cope v. Alden i, 237 
what constitutes usury. 
taking unlawful interest for forbearance is 
usury. McAdams v. Randolph. ...... xx, 395 
usurious interest included in confession of 
judgment. Ohum v. Dickerman i 
agreeing for usurious interest under cover of 
rent. People v. Howlett xix, 337 
where consideration of new note is old note 
tainted with usury. Treadwell v. Archer, 
xix, 279 
assignment of judgment with interest paya- 
ble at ten per cent in advance. (Wis.) Gabel 
v. Erie D, 8. Bank iii 
quarterly payments at legal per annum rate 
not usurious, Mowry v. Shumway ..xviii, 198 
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payment of commissions to broker for effect- 
ing loan. Eddy v. Badger xviii, 
accommodation paper; burden of proof. 
Many, re xvii, 
agreement to surrender stock on default of 
— of loan, not usurious. Ramsey v. 
orrison xvii, 
payment of expenses of attachment suit as 
condition of release of attachment. Haugh- 
wout v. Garrison 
consolidation of usurious and non-usurious 
loans in one mortgage. Mahn v. Hussey, 


xvii, 
what constitutes, under New York act. Nash 
v. Man. and T. Bank Xv, 
valid transaction not affected by subsequent 
usurious agreement. Emmons v. Barnes, x, 
note for compound interest on mortgage debt 
in arrears, Stewart v. Petrie 
taking usury for money advanced to pay exe- 
cution. Wintermute v. Patchin ix, 324 
subsequent over-payment of legal interest 
not usurious cake ess connected with original 
contract. Emmons v. Barnes ii, 346 
premium for assignment of mortgage. Walch 
v. Cook viii, 57 
applying interest paid in excess of six per 
cent on mortgage debt as payment of princi- 
pal. Ritter v. Phillips ix, 191 
interest at seven per cent in gold not usurious 
in New York ; commissions for custody of 
securities, Tyng v. Commercial W. Co., ix, 148 
charge made ostensibly as commissions to 
evade law. N. Y. M. E. Bank v. Com. 
Warehouse Co 138 
purchase of accommodation notes at less than 
face ; rescinding. Webb v. Odell 
loan of money with interest made as consid- 
eration for another contract. (N. Y.) Clark 
v. Sheehan 
share in profits of business in addition to legal 
interest. Brown v. Brinkerhoff 
broker’s commission not usury. Elmer v. 
Oakley 


contracts of agents. 


principal’s loan not affected by agent’s usury 
in his own behalf. Bingham v. Myers. .xx, 237 
principal not affected by agent’s usury. Gokey 
v. Knapp (with notes.) .......-...+.. xvii, 119 
usurious agreement by agent without princi- 
pal’s knowledge. Algur v. Gardner... .ix, 324 
custom as to personal liability of brokers not 
disclosing principal. Fleet v. Murton...v, 308 
usury by agent. Juliana v. Grant .... ‘iv, 318 
advance of money by agent to third party un- 
der usurious contract of principal. Smith 


46 


assignment, renewal, ete. 


notes given by new parties in exchange for 
usurious notes, Macungie 8S. Bank v. Hot- 
CB. 655.66 tas de cs spent eies xx, 237 
taint not removed by substitution of securi- 
ties. Miller v. Irwin xvii, 518 
New York act of 1850, forbidding corpora- 
tions to set up usury, applicable to their 
sureties. Stewart v. Bramhall xvii, 475 
renewals of usurious contract. Archer v. 


usurious agreement for extension. Real 
Tr. Co, v. Keech xv, 
renewal note in hands of innocent — 
Sherwood v. Archer (with notes) 
assignment of void usurious security ; ri 
conveyed of enforcing original debt. 
wig v. Sitterly 
action on usurious note ; effect of pavsions 
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PAGE. 
judgment on note belonging to same 
transaction. Morton v. Hook aah eedas vi, 287 

note not avoided by usurious agreement 
for extension. Agand v. Ball ......... i, 181 

who may set up usury. 

validity of usurious note in hands of innocent 


holder. Wortendyke v. Meehan...... xXx, 
the right to recover money usuriously paid ; 
personal, Spaulding v. Davis........ xx, 


not available to second mortgagee on fore- 
closure of first. Ready v. Koebke (in full), 
am, ; (wi BOONE) occ. cas eds nces xx, 3, 215 
who may plead usury in action to foreclose ; 
who is a ‘‘ borrower.” U.S. Eq. Ass. Soc, 
We odbc cn cccidcnwendhécedusess xix, 160 
Pennsylvania act as to recovery of excess ap- 
— only to parties. iners’ Bank v. 


MORGUE. 66 ood cdeiccscsveooces sivees xvi, 209 
the plea a personal privilege. Pritchett v. 

PD sn Sends cenekteed a dacdacannad xv, 126 
liability of innocent seller of usurious paper. 

Littauer v. Goldman...............+. xiv, 400 


right of assignee in bankruptcy to set up, 
rred by decree on foreclosure. Cutter v. 


PN 56 66 ckakns sabhdbundnnddeines xiv, 233 
who may set up. Knickerbocker Ins, Co. v. 
Hill (with notes)........ ..++++se0++ xiii, 39 


notes with usurious interest given in settling 
with estate not available against legatee 
taking the notes for his legacy. McCoy v. 
PE, adinicdh 4 4600Kcvsecensede xi, 255 

recovery back of money paid. 

recovery back money usuriously paid. Brown 


v. McIntosh (with notes)..... xv, 462; xvi, 104 
in case of usurious interest paid on ‘judgment. 
rrr ree xv, 168 


usury paid on execution process not recovera- 
ble. Federal Ins. Co. v. Robinson (with 
BORED, hccnccis 0668. 608 cvcsesceneces xiv, 435 

right of action of borrower paying usury; 
limitations. (N. Y.) Palen v. Johnson, vii, 188 

equitable action for relief against usurious 
note, brought by accommodation indorser. 


(N. Y) Allerton v. Belden............ vii, 108 
bill in equity to recover excess. Darby’s 
trustees v. Boatman’s 8. Inst’n......... iii, 484 
recovery back of usurious interest, Holmes 
Wi GONEF, cccnccdoveccccscvescccccesecee i, 44 
miscellaneous, 


burden of proof. 
question of intention as to usury. Austin v, 
1k i 


bank discount of usurious note; bank cannot 
recover on the note. Tiffany v. Boatmen’s 


a Inst’n (with notes) ....ix, 153; x, 139 
limits of admissibility of evidence of intent. 
Co ere ee vii, 392 
defense of usury in action on note. Rand- 
PORE Ve BECUOIG  Ssiccccacccsicnes sesee iv, 58 
counter-claim for, in action on note. Martin 
reer rr core tre. i, 41 
proof of commercial usage confined to one 
city. Coffman v. Campbell.......... xviii, 439 
restraining collection of usurious interest. 
0 , . cudewdadwacceneced xvii, 354 


whether note taken by bank made void by 
usury or only interest forfeited. (N. y 
Farmers’ Bank v. Hale................. 358 

custom to overstate value in bill of sale a 
vessels inadmissible. Howland v. Ham- 
Ws Wade. cco nedpasandes Maiddsedens v, 334 

mortgage to secure Joan obtained from third 
person for known purpose of paying usu- 
rious debt, valid. Wilson v. Harvey...iv, 190 


avoiding chattel mortgage for usury; parties. 
SO WO vnahencdecs secsncceces iv, 47 


Matthews v. Coe......xvi, 71 





Internal Revenue, PAGE. 
connected topics: United States; ware- 
houses ; office and officers. 
in general. 
validity of tax-sale to United States. rer 
rr rr ree xix, 117 


tax sale under federal statutes; the certifi- 
cate as evidence. De Treville v. Smalls, 
xix, 117 
what payments to collector are public money, 
for which sureties will be liable. _, = 
PE kk cen ckce> -necbe- weeds 
tax sale under federal act of 1862; offer a 


owner to pay. Atwood v. Weems. . -xix, 
protection of officers for seizures ; what is 
probable cause. Stacey v. Emery -xviii, 436 


action against collector for illegal exaction of 
duties ; burden of proof. Arthur v. Unk- 
Ci hassed adacdvencdnessvadivescdks xvii, 392 
sureties of revenue collector not liable for his 
torts to private person. Clarke v. United 
States....... eebints bebe alee wae xvii, 274 
authority of collector to enter bank to ex- 
amine checks. United States v. Mann (in 
Pe cdicatangwactetdenchwhaliavanee xvii, 85 
repeals by implication of revenue laws not 
favored. Kohlsaat v. Murphy....... xvii, 392 
compounding offenses against revenue law. 
right v. Rindskopf...... ...... -. xviii, 331 
presumption of fraud from failure of manu- 
facturer to make proper entries; burden of 


proof. Lilienthal v. United States....xvii, 153 
recovering duties paid ; protest. Barney v. 
WOON, wrccinesasecissuses ss Vivess xiii, 352 
recovery of illegal taxes; limitations. Cheat- 
DE, BUONO sso bs 050000 doce vensd’s -xiii, 255 
individual partner ee to use firm 
license. Harding v. Hagar............ xii, 61 


prosecution of offenses against revenue laws 
by information. United States v. Maxwell 


CO I ono oct cceencicccescoss- 0s xi, 311 
who are wholesale dealers under act of 1864. 
CM, SIN.. £ncceeswddadexancesia xi, 335 


possession of books and papers in govern- 
ment suits for fraud. United States v. 


IN 6 ont ne cand cede esaeee- 4 , 199 
obligation of sureties on transportation ined. 
Ryan v. United States........ ......66. x, 351 
sale of vessel by revenue collector before 
condemnation. Tracy v. Corse.. ° , 287 
tender by owner in person ; act of 1862, 
GN Wh I, 6 Gnrags'sa sau seweddaded x, 138 
right of unlicensed broker to recover for ser- 
Wiees, POpe V. Beads... cccccccccsccses ix, 14 
sale of perishable property under act of 1866. 
UE VION... bcvasevidarstae seduced ix, 112 


respect due practical construction by com- 
missioner of clause in revenue act. Pea- 
body v. Stark... . ..-.se:ssseeeeseeees ix, 28 

action in state court for duties under act of 
congress of 1864, chapter 173. Ammidown 


T, Fiat eaencncpineescedcadeeles iii, 236 
sales with intent to evade tax. Kessel v. 
CE eae er ere ee ii, 214 


illegal tax under revenue act of 1866; right 
of recovering back. Hubbard v. Brainard,ii, 154 
power of officers ; erroneous decisions. Pul- 
Beth W. TAO 6. noon. pec ccncdscces -- ii, 38 
duty on imports; dutiable value of wool 
packed in hides. Saxonville Mills v. Rus- 
ne, EOE E LOT TT Soe ii, 38 
sureties on bond given for license not liable 
for breach after expiration thereof. Un. 
SN Ws. UIA <ib'kn. 0:6 000bandes dbsni cas i, 459 
distillers. 
seizure of high wines in bonded warehouse 
for tax assessed after their sale. Hartman 
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PAGE. 
destruction of distilled spirits in government 
warehouse ; liability on warehousing bond. 
Farrell v. United States.......... .-. xix, 241 
validity of federal statutes for direct tax. 
Coakley vi OCOMMOF. 2.0 c0ccccicccccces xix, 117 
rate of assessment on distiller producing in 
excess of estimated capacity of distillery. 
RD Gi DIOR 6.008.060 dees) wee das xix, 17 
forfeiture of leased Jand for illegal distillery; 
owner responsible for acts and declarations 
of lessee. Dobbins v. United States, xvii, 56 
what is ‘‘ knowingly and willfully ” violating 
law as to distillers. Felton v. United 
DS 006 «nbs canivina sion apeida dds xvii, 473 
brewer’s books; secondary evidence in action 
to recover back tax. Bergdoll v. Pollock, 
xvii, 34 
forfeiture of unstamped spirits. United 
States v. Barrels of Whisky (in full), xvi, 452 
government not concluded by assessment and 
payment of distiller’s tax. United States 
v. Halloran (in full).............. . xiv, 279 
obligation of lessor of distillery to give con- 
sent required by revenue laws. Graben- 
horst v. Nicodemus (with notes).......xiii, 409 
suits on distiller’s bond for failure to pay 
assessments. Clinkinheard v. United States, 


348 
tax on distilled spirits; act of 1868. United 
A Ce rey vii, 219 
distiller’s bonds; immaterial informalities. 
United States v. Hodson.............+. iii, 286 
revenue stamps. 
unstamped instruments in evidence. Reis v. 


SR divi nib hcks cis iaedpaeeel xiii, 234 
application of stamp tax on bank checks ; 
vouchers, etc, ; commissioner's decision, xi, 303 
application ‘of stamp tax to notes, checks, etc.; 
commissioner’s opinion.... ......++6+- xi, 188 
omission of stamp does not avoid instrument 
unless fraudulent. Dela v. Stamwood, ix, 228 
omission of stamps from commercial etd 


United States v. Isham (in full).........ix, 171 
intent. United States v. Buzzo.......... x, 107 
Grant v. Conn. Ins. Co....... viii, 438 


instruments not stamped at time of execu- 
tion; stamping afterward. Miller v. Un- 
III 2 35:5,» abe: ers nknig isis « panicgn aid vii, 284 
the stamp act and the state courts; admitting 


unstamped paper in evidence. A 

Turnpike Co. v. Bridge (in full)....... vii, 56 
unstamped deeds in evidence in state court. 

BN. Ws. BD occu ncacneiedecssacxes vi, 159 


stamping 5 ed in rebel states. Mce- 
Elvain v. Mudd vi 
omission of stamp not fatal unless denkaiens. 


8 ee eee wee 


CRGRBIEL GF. WOME oc ccticcce sop. snes iii, 340 
omission without intent to defraud. Greep 
v. Holway (remarked on)....... iii, 251; v, 251 
admitting unstamped note in state court. 
Sammons v. Halloway.... ........-.06. v, 
federal stamps exempt from taxation under 
state laws. Palfrey v. Boston.......... v, 251 
affixing stamp after time of making oes 
McElvain v. Madd.............. 76 
federal stamp tax on state official bonds in: 
valid. State v. Garton.... ........... iv, 144 
when unstamped letters are admissible. Cook 
Or err v, 238 
an on notice of appeal. 7 Seda v. 
MOP, «6s esinsae +) saaxewecins sogpe-s ii, 51 
stamp on writs of state courts. Tucker v. 
PPR 50.0560 tshon-sansnaeiad memennden ot i, 183 


see further as to unstamped intruments. 
Clemens v. Conrad, ii, 335; (remarked on), ii, 371 
State v. Garton (remarked ee ii, 356, 371 
Schermerhorn v. Burgess (with notes). ..ii, 231 
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ee pee etideese viii, 7 
Burson v. Huntington................. vi, 31 
SN, Gs TAME 6 cccciccicccss aceaat iii, 415 
Campbell v. Wilcox.......0 sesscccees iii, 288 
Graves v. Spier.......... bbthae sence iii, 309 
Cagger v. Lansing............ enweeeess ii, 476 
People v. Gates.......... coccccccccccell, S56 
Coppernoll v. Ketcham... ............. ii, 192 
Gawyet Vy. PAPEGT. 2.26 cccccccsscccssces ii, 198 
Rheinstrom v. Cone..... .s.ssecccccees ii, 216 
Davy v. Morgan........... teteeeabed ii, 51 
Bantord, ©. GirOGt. oc ccccccccccsecviass i, 141 
Griffin v. Ranney ....... ateanecaaeamas i, 164 
Pacitic Bank v. De Po...............255 i, 378 


revenue taxes 
what constitutes a banker under the revenue 
act Selden v. Eq. Tr. Co. (in full),..xvi, 16 
tax on bank notes under act of 1866. Dist. 


Sav. Association v. Marks............. xvi, 165 
who is a “dealer” under license laws. Good- 
Wi ©; Cats caka de abe oe asian dnen xv, 68 


right of government to recover unpaid taxes 

under income tax law. United States v. 
Hazard (in full and remarked on), xiv, 221, 286 
264 

liability of selling agents of manufacturing 

companies to tax as wholesale dealers. 
Ce ©. TI oi adcwstsdoun ces xi, 270 

money borrowed by banker not included in 


“ capital employed ” as to taxation, Bailey 

W CH seks ccsiancesd os xi, 250, 287 
constitutionality of income tax ‘law. Smed- 

CN, PIN 5.5.5640csekatundienadad xi, 114 
interna] revenue tax on successions ; construc- 

tion. Schooley v. Rew....-.  ...eeeee xi, 82 


the two and one-half per cent tax on corpo- 
rate dividends, etc., in 1870. Blake v. New 
York N. Bank .... ..cccccrccsces eee Xi, 236 
act taxing ‘‘ gross receipts from passengers” 


on steamboats construed. St. Co. v. Col- 

SME, |... wknssendemsnshines tepsenens x, 107 
reassessments for deficiencies under act of 

1864, § 20. Dandelet v. Smith ......... x, 


action by collector on drafts illegally taken in 
payment of tax. Miltenberger v. Couke,x, 94 
validity of income tax on corporation divi- 
dends. Stockdale v. Atlantic Ins. Co. (in 
GOI) a a.0,0,64 0.6.09000441:504000bdpsameaeeis ix, 891 
tax on savings bank surplus. Dollar Sav- 
ings Bank v. United States (in full)..... ix, 302 
duty imposed after contract made for deliv- 
ery of goods; actof 1864. Hudson Iron Co, 


Vs, BAD a6 kticsdnicssnmassansaennaae ix, 290 
the succession tax ; liability for, on lands in 
hands of trustee, Duvall v. E, Lutheran 
Church. . bi: 00d daebevacsesaedansie’ ix, 141 
adding tax or duty to contract price under act 
of 1864. Babbitt v. Young..... sedis viii, 44 
revenue tax on railroad dividends. Barnes v. 
Pr, CNR, Bhs ines <a dideticecéoewusabs vii, 187 
assessments on advance in value of property. 
Gray v. Darlington...............005. vii, 173 
tax on sales by commercial brokers. Stock- 
dale v. Doswell................seeeee- vii, 249 
Collector v. Doswell..............+6.- viii, 414 
exemptions under act of 1866 ; iron castings. 
Cheney v. Van Arsdale........ ....... vii, 218 
ascertaining increased value of manufactured 
—. under act of 1864. Boylan v: United 
DOD ose ords vet sasdnaipcsiie .iii, 456 
salary of state officer not taxable under income 
law. Day v. Buffington (in full), ii, 75; iii, 317 
revenue tax on dividends under act of 1864. 
Phil., etc., Reading R. R. v. Barnes (in full 
and remarked | Peres: ii, 291, 296; iv, 74 
tax on notes of state banks issued for cur- 
rency. Veazee Bank v. Fenno......... i, 458 
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legacy duties. Goddard v. Goddard.......i, 417 
International law ; see conflict of laws. 
Interpleader, 
connected to ee: parties ; equity. 
office of bill o interpleader. rry v. N. Y. 


SOE. BOO, GI os widivevesadccedss 0s ix, 174 
interpleading plaintiff and assignee claimin 
note sued on. Howe S. M. Co. v. Gifford 
vii, 267 
substitution of adverse claimant ; all parties 


must be in court. Warren v. Haight...vi, 191 
uisites of affidavit on motion for inter- 
pleader. (N. Y.) Dreyer v. Rauch.... iii, 278 


definite character of property in dispute. 
tO MO, cc ccnndncevesctcses voaee i, 397 
Intoxication ; see drunkenness. 
Intoxicating liquors ; see liquors. 
Jeopardy ; see criminal law, 
Joinder ; see joint parties and causes of action. 
Joint parties in causes of action, 
see also, action ; abatement. 
as to joint judgment debtors, see judgment ; 
as to joint contractors and joint owners in 
various cases, see bujlding contracts ; bond ; 
conflict of laws ; copyright ; tenants in com- 
mon ; lafe tenants ; negotiable énstruments ; 
partnership ; animals, ete. 
in cases of crime, see criminal law ; 
te burglary ; pene Bat jury: 


Saas, 





"ae connected topics: sureties ; contri- 
bution ; subrogation ; receipts ‘and re- 
leases. 

joint and several wrong-doers; separate suits, 


etc. Sessions v. Johnson (in full).... xvi, 299 
remedy at law against survivors only. Sher- 
I SE. 4 abt ands vi kkeeins doe ues xvi, 321 


wrong-doer liable, though another contributed 
toinjury. Folsom v. A. R. Log-Driving Co., 


xvi, 120 
words of joint-tenancy construed to effect in- 
tention. Kerr’s trusts.... ....... . xv, 459 


right of joint debtors as against creditors 
with notice, to be treated as principal and 
surety. Swire v. Redman............ xiv, 
erroneous joinder of personal representatives 
of deceased joint defendant. Hauck v. 
CER ccicccncesneonscatsns <oeecs xv, 
liability of personal representatives of joint 
obligor. Bentz v. Thurber............. ix, 
misjoinder of parties: New York code, Lowe 
WE TNEE 0. sedi wescnd caceiei Sevceeend viii, 
proceedings against joint debtors; the special 
remedy under New York code, § 375, etc. 
Lane v. Salter vii, 
joinder of parties and causes of action. (N.Y. ) 
Sarton v. Sarton. 
evidence competent against one defendant ont 
not against another; manner of making 
objection. Bole v. Cook..............+- , 
concurrent negligence of two railroad com- 
panies ; discontinuance of joint action not 
a bar to new action against one, Barnett 
v. Third Avenue R. R i 
liability for employment of attorney by one 
of several parties ead interested in suit. 
Smith v. Duckha iv, 112 
joining action for specific performance of con- 
tract to convey land and growing flax with 
action on warranty of the flax. (N. Y.) 
SN ©, TINE ide ce ceeds detass tuted iv, 141 
nonsuit against one defendant and recovery 
against joint defendants. (Penn.) Weist 
v. Jacoby ii, 375 
joinder of parties interested in building de- 
stroyed by Poherre Cleveland v. Grand 
Trunk R. R. S00 cescscccee eoccerec ii, 111 


eee ee eee eee ee 


43 


127 


ee ee ee 





Joint parties in causes of action—continued. ~ PAGE. 
misjoinder; how taken advantage of. (N. we 
isher v. Hall 30 
Joint-stock associations; see associations. 
Judges and courts, 
connected topics: jurisdiction ; attorneys ; 
contempt ; costs ; trial ; receivers ; sheriffs 
and constables ; appeal ; exceptions ; cer- 
tiorart ; mandamus, etc.; as to Confeder- 
ate courts, see war. 
judges ; in general ; as to relation of judge and 
jury, see jury. 
term of office limited by constitutional limita- 
tion ef age. People v. Brundage...... xx, 
disqualification of judges to hear appeal of 
prisoner killing associate judge for render- 
ing opinion against him. Buford’s —_ 
(with remarks) 
usurpation of judicial office not triable in oa 
vate action. Fraser v. Frelon......... xx, 
liability of justice for money officially re- 
ceived and deposited by him in bank after- 
ward failing. Shaw v. Bauman (with 
WI 5.6 bogs dice cccceesncsseticseds xix, 
action not maintainable against judge for 
causing arrest by mistake of law. Busteed 
Wy I Sonos ee stckakaticeseasectd xix, 463° 
province of judge as to inquiry into bribery 
of government witness. State v. Roths- 


ee ey 


22 


See) PP Apr ees tee xix, 422 
when opinion disqualifies. Stephens v. Peo- 
McPhee wenages. 5. Kncd Secussevess xviii, 277 
judge not liable for erroneous sentence to im- 
prisonment. nge v. Benedict (in full), 
xviii, 11 


see further as to same case (with remarks), 
xvii, 218, 234; xi, 18, 22, 40; also, xviii, 
xiv, 
interest in cause disqualifying. Ryers, re, xvii, 
7, York constitutional clause prohibiting 
o 8 yd appointing to public office. 
athaway 
power to >. a attorneys. 
(in full 
disqualification of judgé by relationship to 


181 
313 
333 


456 


ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 


10 
party. Bronson v. Townsend.........- ix, 113 
disqualification of judge for office under New 
York constitution. People v. Nichols. .viii, 345 
relationship to prosecutor not an objection. 
Po A Tee ee ere vii, 284 
commissioner of appeals not a judge of court 
of appeals, so as to be disabled from acting 
as referee. (N. Y.) Settle v. Evrea. ...vii, 
removal of disqualification of judge by set- 
ting out his interest. Sime, ve.... . vii, 
New York judiciary article ; filling vacancies; 
case in the fourth district. People v. Pot- 


59 
205 


142 
application of constitutional limitation as to 
age of judges. (N.Y.) People v. Gardner, 
iv,48, 187 
abolition of coe office by act. Common- 
wealth v. Gamble...............-..++. iii, 193 
action not maintainable against justice to 
recover erroneous fine, Clark v. 7 


ridge 
disqualification by previous opinion. (N. Y) 
People v. Mullin..........-.++++++-00: iii, 
nants of judicial office. 
wealth v. G 
duty of judges to consult colleague. 
v. Knickerbocker Ice Co 
change of venue in probate court by reason 
of judge’s interest. White's estate...... i. 


Parrott 


courts ; in general ; jurisdiction. 
transfer of title for purpose of giving jurisdic- 
tion is allowable. Laveaga v.Williams .xx, 335 
waiver by appearance. Diossy v. West..xx, 157 
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when appearance is not a waiver of objection 
to jurisdiction ; filing demurrer afterward 
withdrawn not a _ waiver. Wheelock v. 


WO code 04 cba beens Sheena ceeee xviii, 317 
jurisdiction not given by consent of —- 
Hopkins, re. ......-.-++ -++see: 17 


suing stockholders of foreign bank; ‘Sinead 

and state jurisdiction. Seaton v. Terry, 
xviii, 97 

jurisdiction in English courts over public 

property of foreign sovereign. Vavasseur 
4 Sere ty xix, 138; xviii, 80 

boundary between New York and New Jer- 

sey. People v. Richmond Supervisors, 
xviii, 118 

general appearance by non-resident defendant 


gives personal jurisdiction. Olcott v. Mc- 

Ei ae Pel Ar aes xvii, 314 
presumptions as to jurisdiction. Pulaski 

ee, Re rere xvi, 245 


opportunity to be heard necessary to confer 

jurisdiction. Windsor v. McVeigh (in full), 
xv, 6 

taking interest or costs into account in de- 

termining’ jurisdictional amount. Western 
So A eee ere xv, 88 

conflicting decisions of commission of appeals 

and court of appeals, (N. Y.) Mechanics’ 


ae, Se Sree os . xiv, 316 
cause of action for nuisance in another state. 

Ruckman v, Green ...............00+ xiv, 482 
jurisdiction of probate courts of Utah. Per- 

vis v. Higby (remarked on)............. x, 356 


acts giving Brooklyn city court general juris- 
diction held unconstitutional. Landers v. 
MOS. Tk dccccaehs sheands ix, 155 
restraining non- resident defendant from re- 
sorting to courts of his own state. Barry 
v. Mutual Ins. Co................0e0e: ix, 110 
disorderly conduct in cities; jurisdiction of 
recorders in New York. People v. Mitchell, 
ix, 67 
jurisdiction of New York common pleas ; act 
of 1873 unconstitutional. ‘Towle v. Co- 
WOE, cc cccn ess deere ceksasacd a uisee see ix, 192 
statutory liability for neglect of corporate 
officers not enforceable in another state. 
eee Te WOMB, 5 5 ni nc os csc ducaesics: viii, 14 
act conferring on supreme court appellate 
jurisdiction over tax-valuations of railroad 
property held invalid, State Auditor v. 


pe ee RR rere vii, 221 
jurisdiction not given by consent. McMahon 

MEE bapscuned ca@eiheeenciak saskes vy; 137 
when residence must be averred to give juris- 

diction. (N. Y.) Judge v. Hall......... iv, 187 


New York district courts without jurisdiction 
over actions — foreign corporations. 
Ahern v. Nat. 
effect of omaiaaie: 


DE ac saan Tine - otk ReeREsee es On iii, 133 
boundary of states adjoining Ohio river ; ju- 
risdiction. Carlisle v. State............ ii, 460 


refusal by courts to try personal torts com- 
mitted abroad. Canada G. W.R.R. v. Mil- 
OF s0acbdbhanctdek-«ct. eeniasiweersen ii, 373 

when to be shown affirmatively on appeal. 
Hakes v. Shupe ii, 274 

courts in California in 1849, pending estab- 
lishment of new government. Ryder . 
oo rye eR EES PS 858 

actions for personal injuries <cmmniteah 
abroad, citizenship. Dewitt v. Buchanan, i, 104 

judicial notice. 

judicial notice of almanac. 


ee 


Reed v. Wilson 


ST GI sks. Se ecadacas © s405s00n xx, 
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of — of state territory. People v. Sny- 

laws of another state. Carpenter v. Dexter, i, 459 

local courts, 

power of New York legislature to establish 
local courts ; Brooklyn justices. Geraty v. 
A eA aa ee xx, 275 


justice’s judgments; recitals; questioning 
collaterally ; costs. Bradner v. Howard, ™ 
xix, 15! 


bond for moneys coming into justice’s hands 
“by virtue of his office”; not applicable to 
moneys obtained by void judgment. Barnes 
w: WRUNG as coe ec dixes .xix, 59 
stipulation to try case outside district does not 


oust jurisdiction. Rogers v. Loop..... xix, 518 
right of defendant as to adjournment, (N. Y.) 

umburch v. Hubbell....... .... .. xix, 399 
writ of error from Iowa city court. State v. 

WO. hc st ceases eesdaeconess dear xix, 501 


dismissal of appeal to ~— court for want 
of proper security. (N. Y.)... xix, 164 
justice’s . judgment conclusive notwithstand. 
ing his erroneous opinion that plaintiff 
might bring new action. Wayland v. 
WOU oc s5.c-0- Sonicyinsiac newness seneee: xviii, 498 
liability of justice issuing warrant without 
jurisdiction. Truesdell v. Combs... .xviii, 358 
jurisdiction of New York marine court. (N. 
Y.) Callahan v. New York.......... xiv, 295 
compensation of clerk of district court in New 
York city. Whitmore v. New York...xiv, 313 
fees of sheriffs and ccnstables for attendance 


on New York county courts. Day v. New 
WON «5.5420. 5ns seers desesbekuaees es xiv, 296 
new trial on appeal from justice’s judgment. 
SORROON FTW. cick sccsacets evel dcens xi, 128 
perfecting judgment; taxing cost; delay. 
Kleinstuber v. Schumacker............ xi, 224 


jurisdiction of New York justice of peace in 
action for injuries to person. Coulter - 
American Express Co. 
inferior and loca] courts ; power of esha. 
ture under New York’ laws, People v. 
Dutcher (remarked on)............ x, 317, 324 
justice’s judgment available in bar in later 
action in higher court. Smith v. Hemstreet, 
ix, 823 
adjournments in justices’ courts under New 
ork act. People v. Steenbergh (in full), ix, 411 
specifications in notice of appeal. Nolan v. 
2 REE rr ror errr Te rorer viii, 219 
= ot proceedings on conditional order of 
ismissal; practice as to final order. Stewart 
v. Berge. PEP ee ere ree vii, 398 
en jurisdiction ceases; openi 4 default 


after transcript filed. (N. Y.) McG@loin v. 
Lackey .........sseeseesseeveee oes -vii, 416 
justice of peace a county officer. (N. Y.) 
People v: COREE. soa see cae < vii, 204 
omission of justice to enter costs not fatal to 
judgment. Stephens v. Santee........ vi, 386 


cost on appeal; appealable orders. (N. ye 
Younghanse v. Fengar . 

proof of justice’s judgment. Stephens v. 
TREC UE CLOUT Cee vi, 386 

validity of New York act extending justice’s 
jurisdiction to replevin suits ; trial by jury 


of six. Knight v. Camp BOD es.scare vi, 114 
appeal from justice’s coulee notice. (N. Y.) 
"gd Nc... RPO ee v, 381 


power of county court over justice’s jadgment 
docketed therein. Grover v. Western = 


WO MOD 554 oe 5s odes scpsee catagieiues 125 
laws regulating New York courts of oyer and 
terminer. Smith v. People.... ....... vi, 141 
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judgment entered by justice in docket for which offender has been convicted by court- 
wrong party by mistake. Christopher v. martial. Coleman v. Tennessee....... xix, 
BIG a sinned waste 4b 8008 Seated ii, 311 jurisdiction of admiralty as against state 
power of justice to order trial by jury on own courts; action against non-residents not 

motion. Van Sickle v. Kellogg . , 1%5 served with process. Bartlett v. Spicer, xix, 115 


election of trial justices by town council 4 
der Rhode Island act. State v. Stiness...i, 418 
the fifty dollars limit of appeal. (N. Y,) 
Merrill v. Patterson... .........seeeeeeees i, 198 
orders and process ; miscellaneous. 
discretion of general term as to surrogate’s 
order. Bentley v. Waterman....... .. xx, 473 
statutory go of New York surrogate’s 
court. arns v. Gould.............- xix, 478 
power of general term to modify its own 
order, Salmon v. Gedney............ xix, 56 
action for services as attendant of New York 
court of common pleas ; appointing power. 
Genet v. New York........-.....000 xix, 439 
appeals from marine court to common pleas ; 
orders and judgments. Bamberg v. Stern, 


xix, 315 
New York marine court ; salaries. beseni v. 
BN TR inisinlaitl cee: sintaigetnnynis. a (he taal vi, 414 
writ of prohibition. Worthington v. Jeffries, 
xii, 157 


presumption that order striking out record 
was for good cause. Garnharts v. United 
NID. 2 oes ndinnhapes(stécnadecae ae ix, 41 
presumption of proper notice given by pro- 
bate judge. Bofield v. McClelland.” "iz, 28 
discretion of surrogate as to opening decree 
affirmed on appeal; costs. Reed v. Reed,viii, 330 
appointment of clerks in New York district 
courts under statutes. People v. Lane, viii, 349 
salary of official steno; maine under New 
York act. People v. ‘oo a :eanidneles vii, 392 
jurisdiction of N. Y. court of special sessions. 
POOGS V. Oo: 66006060 cecensnccsee se v, 231 
power of general term to give affirmative re- 
lief mg Ms opposing motion. (N. Y.) Ben- 


MOE V. EMER... ccccccescce seccsccesee 
powers of N. Y. marine court. Leland v. 
TNE... o ostiemecewcdc<ced ceccceccesces iii, 31 
— from county court. (N. Y.) Barker v. 
DOG « 0 cen cddtriecapcrvcsicsiocecccccees iii, 14 


power of county judge in supreme court 
actions. (N. Y.) Parmenter v. Roth... .ii, 458 
jurisdiction of New York district courts over 
foreign corporations. Ahern v. Nat. St. 
GERK ccciveie we ceneesdedeps unenicndaeces ii, 474 
t to pr ture order of court not a bar 
to disputing it at hearing. Dunn’s appeal, i, 183 
incidental powers of surrogates. (N. Y.) 
Campbell v. Thatcher................... i 
relations of federal and state courts ; conflicts of 
jurisdiction, 
replevin in state courts of property seized by 
federal process, Carew v. Matthews (in 
eee ee xx, 472 
state court will follow federal rule in case 
reviewable in U. S. supreme court. "4 





Ti) SID ok neces. «sive ses nenens 
decisions of federal courts-martial binding on 
civil courts. Reed, ex parte........... xx, 454 


no jurisdiction in state courts to set aside 
judgment in fraud of bankrupt law, Hecht 


We MPTUMONEA,. 6 60.5 cos ccc cccscccesess xx, 213 
action in state court for illegal fees paid fed. 

eral shipping commissioner. Am. Steam- 

Ge COA, F. BOM. 5.5. o Kemib ccochves «=x, 353 


former judgment in federal court conclusive 

in action of different form for same cause 

in state court. Steinbach v. Relief Ins. Co., 
xix, 516; (remarked on), xx, 2 

state courts without jurisdiction of offense 

committed in federal military service for 





federal courts bound by state laws as to time 
of redemption of mortgage. Brine v. Hart- 
ford Ins. Co. (in full). ............- .xviii, 50 
marshal liable to action in state court for 
taking goods on execution. Evans v. Pack 
CUE MORI aa 5 06605880565 Ses wensess xviii, 423 
construction of state law by state courts con- 
clusive. Hawes v. C. C. Water Co. (with 
MOUS)... 2. sees seee es wees xviii, 403; xix, 98 
receiver appointed by federal court bound by 
injunction of state court against corpora- 
tion. Safford v. People (with notes), xvii, 179 
validity of judgment of federal court in col- 
lateral proceedings. Turrell v. Warren, 
xvii, 484 
jurisdiction of state courts where receiver ap- 
pointed by federal court is a party. St. 
Joe & D. R. R. v. Smith (in full)...... xvi, 408 
how far state practice acts binding on federal 
courts. Indianap., etc., R. R. v. Horst (in 
EES err ree. Pee xv, 61 
action in federal court on state judgm igment ; 
appearance. Hill v. Mendenhall....... xi, 223 
judgment of state court involving validity of 
loan of confederate money not reviewable. 


Stevenson v. Williams. ........... ... x, 348 
the laws of the states as rules of decision. 
Galpin v. Page........... Cb ecdcoccsees x, 107 
BED Wi, THs cmieravisccstdesapementes x, 107 
power of federal court to enjoin state officers. 
I re ne ix, 


manner of exercising federal judicial power 
matter of legislative discretion. Railway 
CR, 9, FMRI. 5c casiccesis snnoedicces vi, 308 
mandamus from circuit court to state court. 
Bath County v. Amy.... .....-.....-- vi, 308 
concurrent jurisdiction of federal court in ap- 
goates railroad receiver. Al. & Ch. R. 
Fi DOEIB.. bn cntinsa necennestiints ay vi, 340 
habeas corpus not maintainable to release 
minor from federal military service. Tar- 
ble’s case (with notes) adh tite i vi, 301; v, 187 
compelling supervisors to levy tax by man- 
damus from federal court, notwithstanding 
injunction from state court. Holman, “4 
IDL 4.0: 0.na:in 0b ones ereogdseeess +500 399 
pending appeal from decision of highest 
state court does not affect its authority. 
Rochester, etc., R. R. v. Clarke N. Bank, v, 45 
following adjudications of state courts. Butz 
V. FEBROREEED, oosces ccssicgrcccosostcee i, 457 
United States supreme court. 


amount of bond on appeal; severin judg- 
ment against joint defendants. ench 
CRIN. 60d 0000060950800 560 e RER xx, 415 
rules of supreme court as to following decis- 
ions of state courts. Fairfield v. “Gallatin 
CEE «5 cn tndh. cccesinsa 40480-448.5 xx, 454 
no appeal lies where fact only is involved. 
TES Wi TES dc vnc s ccccposedcceessas xix, 76 
amount litigated governs, not amount 
claimed. Gray v. Blanchford......... xix, 76 


decision turning only on general principles of 
law, not appealable. Old Dominion Bank 

v. McVeigh Netenenctyens tas csshanias xix, 76 
requisites of jurisdiction over state judg- 

ments. State v. Board of Liquidation, xix, 117 
authority of court to amend writ of error as to 
return day. St. Louis N. Bank v. N. Y. N. 

TI. <6 wsikn ossecnasion ds eccnas sace ss xix, 261 
failure to docket appeal. Grigsby v. Purcell, 
xix, 
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affidavit for continuance, when a part of be impaired was made. Railw. Co. v. 
record. Campbell v. Rankin. .......xix, 421 MIS 5. 4.06kd-0tscedesivcbesled/ tone iii, 456 
review of facts found in court of claims, appellate jurisdiction of supreme court in 
United States v. Pugh................ xix, 280 habeas corpus. Yerger, ex parte......... i, 459 
jurisdiction of appeals from supreme court of jurisdiction of the court. Hepburn v. Gris. 
District of Columbia. Baltimore R. R. v. RY eae ae ie i, 459 
Pe ery a ee xix, 338 Aldrich v. Etna Co............ Jh0e¥ USS i, 459 
service of process of territorial court in In- Furman v. Nichol............e0.0- ceeeed, 459 
dian reservation. Harkness v. Hyde, xix, 379 Gibson v. Chouteau.... .........e0000s i, 459 
presumptions in favor of jurisdiction of state Sederal courts in general. 
court. Keith v. Clark... . xviii, 498 union of legal and equitable causes not per- 
bill presenting mere abstract question as to missible in federal courts. Hurt v. Hol- 
validity of state law, dismissed. Williams POGUE 0 665 sccsceissivign’ Sisco xx, 494 
W. Hagoed ..... 000 cesscscsccecseees xviii, 396 jurisdiction of circuit court as to land surveys. 
cost of printing records of federal supreme Un. States v. Throckmorton.......... xix, 17 
court taxed to losing party. Indianapolis general charge to jury,and refusal to instruct 
Be Bs Ce BORO. 6 ccc cicbs sibuedeterens xvii, 372 specially. Rich v. Rock Island....... xix, 76 
judgment remitted in part so as to reduce to new trial in discretion of court below ; act of 
$5,000; judgment payable in gold coin. 1872. Newcomb v. Wood........... xviii, 476 
Thompson v. Butler. .............++. xvii, 90 citizenship of parties must appear affirma- 
presentation of exceptions on appeal. Phoe- tively. Robertson v. Cease (in full), xviii, 453 
piss Tne..Co. v.. Lamiets ic cii. i. ossiaes xvi, 369 jurisdiction of federal circuit courts ; sey 
appeal from state court; mere judgment of on agent of foreign insurance com 
reversal not an appealable final judgment. Schollenburger, ez parte (in full), xvii, PSO, 427 
Matin ¥: CHOW. «oo. oh cdi vadcccsciese xvi, 37 sent to determine claim against bankrupt not 
errors not on record. Kerr v. Clampitt, xvi, 477 appealable from circuit to supreme court. 
finding of acts by state court conclusive on Ingersoll v. Bourne .. ..........+++ xviii, 475 
appeal to federal supreme court. Melendy right to bring suits in court of claims ; stat- 
Wi Ds notinc oS bieles di ghiNewceeeay xv, 267 ute of limitation. United States v. Clark, 
reviewing judgments rendered against United xvii, 
States in state courts. United States v. jurisdiction of action of foreclosure by non- 
cee errr ee rr eyt ss xv, 127 resident mortgage bondholders, where trus- 
allowing supersedeas when appeal not taken tees refuse to act. Omaha H. Co. v. 
in time. Kitchen v. Randolph........ xv, 67 MK agin sckvnideadcen. weciwesedin xvii, 161 
order striking out answer appealable. Ful- injunctions on proceedings in state courts. 
68Gb ieee ds Las xiv, 327 Deal v. Reynolds........-.....ee.0e% xvii, 132 
writs of error to be directed to what court. deputy clerk of court not an employee of gov- 
Atherton v. Fowler (in full).......... xiii, 314 ernment. United States v. Meigs..... xvii, 131 
reviewing matters of law in record. Rep. R practice in federal courts under act of = 
Me. Co, ¥: Minaion B. Ces... wee cscs xiii, 167 Sage v. Tamashty. ..2...66.. stesecswe 93 
what is a final judgment. Atherton v. Tower, requisites of jurisdiction of federal ont 
xii, 379 courts. Dowell v. Griswold.......... xvii, 17 
rehearing. Ambler v. Whipple......... xii, 28 what is a federal question. Hagar v. State, 
requisites of jurisdiction on appeal from state xvi, 391 
courts. French v. Hay (with notes) . xi, 391 what not a question of federal law. Van 
what is a final decree; motion to dismiss. Waban F; OMGOR 6. 6. ossccdedide 'b% xv, 388 
Thomas v. Woolridge.......... ....... xi, 238 validity of sentence to imprisonment by fed- 
issue of writ of error to inferior state court. eral court outside of district where con- 
Geagees 0. EAVES, 5. c.csieesd inert xi, 299 victed. Karstendieck, ex parte........ xv, 151 
appellate jurisdiction over state judgments ; jurisdiction dependent on amount in contro- 
amendment of judiciary act (remarked on), versy. Barney v. The Martin (with notes), 
xi, 89 xiii, 
judgment on state court against title under conformity of procedure with state practice. 
marshal’s sale, reviewable. Dupasseur v. Nudd v. Burrows... ....0.c00.seeeeee xiii, 101 
IE a nai dis ce Sie dalasscSiees xi, 124 assault upon high seas; jurisdiction of fed- 
the supersedus bond. Tel. Co. v. Eyser, x, 348 eral courts. United States v. Arwo.. ..x, 349 
following “~~ _eeng of state courts, allegations as to citizenship in action on in- 
Walker v. Marks...............04-- ix, 240 land bill. Morgan’s Exr’s v. Gay.. -x, 812 
jurisdiction of appeal; what record must refusal to decide questions in certificate of 
show; dismissal of action by state court a division, where proceedings are —. 
want of jurisdiction. Smith v. Adsit.. 29 Un. States v. Buzzo ... ......-.eeeeee- 93 
jurisdiction in suit as to title of property oe. general and special findings; act of 18. 
tween sheriff of one state and assignee in Ins. Co. v. Folsom... ...........0.es000. 95 
bankruptcy of another. Crapo v. Kelly, ix, 28 jurisdiction of circuit court under § 2 of ten. 
decision of highest state court holding con- rupt act. Marshall v. Knox........ .-.ix, 29 
tract void on public policy, not reviewable. citizenship ; severance of parties, Horn v. 
Deneee 0. TOO. fi... siio tees ds ote eee vii, 218 DO. 6:5: 66:805 205d dace se se tAlees viii, 360 
requisites of decrees in equity for review hog revocation of order allowing appeal to su- 
supreme court. Morgan v. Thornhill. . 18 preme court. Roberts, matter of...... vii. 126 
refusal to review general findings. Codding” Judgment, 
tom v. Richardson... ........0sseeece0; iii, 456 connected topics: execution ; creditor's bill ; 
writs of error to state courts. Slaughter. appeal ; action. 
| SESE PS te rere eee iii, 287] former action ; estoppel, ete. 
“authority exercised under any state” de- different suits on same bond; former recovery. 
fined. Bethell v. Demaret.. ......... iii, 286 Crondeet t. Oie iss osciiidek s éi855 342 xx, 
refusal to review decision of state court on parol proof of identity of action with former 
law in existence when contract claimed to action. Yates v. Yates...... éteicesseed xX, 
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action not maintainable after recovery in for- 
mer action for part of same claim. Baird 
Wi, BO OI, on ins cecn cs scistvsses xvii, 2383 
recovery by tenant for injury to house not a 
bar to a by owner. Bartlett v. Boston 
ee i aiasitds Sain 868k cst eemid cic neue xv, 391 
estoppel by judgment tg on demur- 


gt pleading. Gould v. Evansville, etc., 
endian belblene 6 6d0¥46038" eeene ..- xiii, 214 

jodgment i in admiralty not a bar to common- 
law - Murphy v. Granger......... xiii, 46 

estoppel by judgment to which plaintiff was 
party. wage Vv. Allen.............05- ix, 359 


former judgment not a bar where present 
issues were not passed on. E. N. Y., etc., 


BR TR WTI 0.650 0 0t0c cde cdcteees ix, 95 
judgment set aside not available in evidence 
in subsequent suit. Smith v. McCool . 41 


ez delicto, not a bar to action on same facta 

against separate wrong-doer. Atlantic Dock 
Gee B.A GOO, 5 vc cavicbecsdgisveses ix, 10 

extrinsic evidence to limit effect of judgment 

in subsequent action. McKnight v. Devlin, 
viii, 312 

bringing suit on note in name of payee ; sub- 

quent suitinown name. Wheeler v. Ruck- 


eS Pee Ore eT een mee ee viii, 73 
testimony of juror as to issue in former action. 

Marcellus v. Countryman ............ viii, 28 
res inter alios. Brennan v, Blath ....... iii, 278 


judgment for defendant in equitable action to 
have note declared void conclusive against 
defense of usury in subsequent action on 
note. Auchinvole v. Wiley............ iii, 374 
discontinuance of summary proceedings ; 
effect on action for rent. Gillilan v. Spratt, 
iii, 278 
judgment against debtor as indorser of col- 
lateral, not a bar to action on secured claim. 


Bonheimer Me CNS Si Seaieds cdbidenaees i, 317 
how far former judgment conclusive. Crom- 
well v. Sac County ... ........eeeeces xv, 355 
Haldeman v. United States....... ... xiii, 167 
en PET ee eT Ee oe. Xi, 808 
Terry v. Wait........... 0066! dbclesese x, 333 
Learned v. Ryder...........20see000: viii, 207 
Bissicks v. McKenzie........ .v, 178; vii, 77 
Sobey v. Beitler; Allison v. Hess ...... iii, 152 
Baker v. Cleveland evere y Cabs edeedte ii, 372 
Boggs v. Clark............sseeeeeeeeees i, 360 
Burlen v. Shannon . enebteedesd< ce. t, Bae 


entry of judgment, ete. ; pr 


ractice. 
correction of judgment record; a 
Shelly v. Smith. ............. scscoes x, 55 
issue of transcript of judgment where re 
ment itself not entered by clerk. oe 
County Bank v. y< oma Lhbes Seleeh bed x, 315 
entering judgment as of date of wunitel 
when defendant has died in meantime. 
Tuomy v. Dunn.............. seeeeees xx, 118 
proving unattested judgment by copy at- 
tested by clerk of another court, Folsom 
So Pere tn er erie xix, 37 
coastnntedaneast in vacation, (N. Y.) Car- 
michael v. Vanderburg............-.- xix, 500 
—_ fying judgment on appeal; costs. Brown 
| ae ee eer xviii, 498 
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action on part of former claim not allowable. entry of judgment (N. Y.); computation of 
RA Perret xx, 475 time. Marvinv. Marvin............ xviii, 437 
pleading former action in bar, Porter v. failure to file acceptance of offer of judg: 
ND 6s cakiss 0 cee sSieectedess xx, 75 ment. (N. Y.) White v. Bogart...... Xvii, 415 
former recovery of part of tract, as evidence amendment of judgment after term. Etna 
of right to whole. Bradley v. West ..xix, 422 FRG, COs Ci DOOR oo ckicecs ctetdcescive xvi, 390 
showing by parol what was tried in former testing validity of docket entry. Boyd, re, 
suit. Campbell v. Rankin............ xix, 421 xvi, 353 
judgment not an estoppel in case of order validity of entry on holiday. Worthington, 
made on motion. Riggs v. Purcell.. - xviii, 278 re (with MOSES)... oso ccccee xvi, 63, 154; xv, 31 


validity of judgment duly entered though 
verdict not properly recorded. Gunn v. 


CE, cidbceayewedt coe db cei OcbAceees xv, 515 
effect of premature entry of judgment. — 
APP eee TTT ee 446 
signing of judgment-roll by clerk. (N. 3 
Goellet v. Spofford............eeeeeeees x, 89 
irregular entry of judgment; New York ang 
tice. Camblos v. Butterfield....... ... 244 


canceling satisfaction- -piece fraudulently ob. 
tained and restoring lien of judgment. 


Slocum v. Freeman..........++ .sse--- i, 38 
correction of clerk’s error in entering judg- 
ment. Partridge v. Harrow............ i, 22 


confession of judgment. 
what sufficient statement of judgment by con- 
fession. (N. Y.) Harrison v. Gibbons. .xvi, 389 
confession of judgment by agent of non-resi- 
dent. Howell v. Gordon....... iba iii, 474 
setting aside judgment, ete. 
judgment subsequently reversed of no force 
as evidence. Smith v. Frankfield...... xx, 117 
judgment entered on judgment note before 
maturity invalid for want of jurisdiction. 
Setar 8. Ceelh... os ccc ss covccsseccssed Xviii, 377 
action to restrain collection of judgment ob- 
tained by negligence of defendant’s attor- 


ney. Hiles v. Mosher...... ........ xviii, 377 
action to set aside fraudulent judgment alle- 
gations. Whittlesey v. Delaney..... xviii, 118 


impeaching recitals in record of former judg- 
—_ Ferguson v. Crawford (remarked 


OR occanrteasted siete tasdbbscnde xvi, 282, 310 
setting aside judgment for fraud; laches. 
Brown v. Buena V. County........... xvi, 455 
action to set aside judgment for fraud ; what 
must be shown. Ross v. Perez........ xv, 471 
power of general term as to reversin judg- 
ment in action of contract. (N. Y.) White 
head v. Kennedy.... ......... «000. , 470 
jurisdiction not collaterally questionable 
Mohr v. Cotshausen.............. ..+. 
not reviewable collaterally. Tilton v. Cod. 
nee dina ei peep pear ne Pe mo 
wers 0 neral terms on reversal of ju 
+ a Gat v. Dorland .. ae 804 


discretion of New York genera] term as to 
opening judgment. Dupew v. Dewey, xi, 127 
judgment when conclusive against defend- 


ant’s grantee. Swihart v. Shaum...... xi, 63 
order for review; jurisdiction of New York 
supreme court. McCall v. McCall...... ix, 357 


discretion of court in giving leave to sue on 
judgment. (N. Y.) Hanover Ins. Co. v. 
EE ee ee ee ee ix, 110 
appellant not heard to allege error in form of 
udgment adopted at his own instance. 
oe ral TMD 0.0 ceeeescdereseawed vi, 404 
setting aside judgment against deceased de- 
fendant. Livingston v. Rendall........ iv, 160 
setting aside, forfraud. Shaffer v. Fritchery, 
iii, 
recitals of, conclusive in collateral action. 
Reily v. Lancaster .............ee000: iii, 378 
unreasonable delay in taking advantage of de- 
fects in entry of judgment. (N.Y.) Har- 
Lk, Se etree iii, 52 
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not to be set aside after expiration of term. 
State Sav. Inst. v. Nelson .............. i, 142 
attacking collaterally for want of jurisdiction. 
Quincy v. Porter ........+..e-02+-eeees i, 376 
restoration of property taken under judgment. 
(lowa.) Hanschild v. Stafford .......... i, 316 
revival of judgment ; see also, action. 
reviving eigen on death of judgment 


debtor. Strong v. Lee........ ix, 157 
revival of Sh ment under Maryland act. 
Mitchell v. Chestnut .................- ii, 72 


assignment of judgment ; see also, assignment. 
power given in judgment note, transferable 
by PS ml Clements v. Hull........xx, 377 
taken subject to equities by purchaser without 
notice. Frost v. Yonkers 8. Bank....xvi, 333 
how far purchaser of judgment bound by 
equities between antecedent parties. Cutts 


v. Guild (with notes) ......... xii, 167; xi, 278 
satisfying judgment ag having assigned it. 
Booth v. Farmers’ N, Bank........ ... vii, 3438 


title of assignee of Pac Been against corpora- 
tion not affected by release of one of the 
trustees. Bolen v. Crosby ............ vii, 26 

assignment of judgment as collateral security; 
assignee cannot transfer it after debt puid. 
Hossack v. Underwood ................ vi, 243 

satisfaction of judgment by one holding it as 
collateral on receipt of part payment. 


Beers v. Hendrickson... .........-+.00. iv, 94 
joint and several judgments. 
connected topic : joint parties and causes of 
action. 


amending several judgments entered on joint 
indebtedness. j udd Oil Co. v. Hubbell, 
xix,337, 97 
due diligence required from joint judgment 
debtor claiming subrogation to rights of 
creditor. Gring’s appeal.............-. xix, 483 
separate judgments on note against makers 
and indorser ; payment by indorser; assign- 
ment. Booth v. Farmers’, etc., Bank, xviii, 298 
vacating judgment for defendants, on subse- 
quent separate judgment against co-defend- 
ant. Tyng v. Halstead.............. xviii, 98 
joint jadgment note enforceable against sur- 
viving signer. Croasdell v. Tallant....xv, 234 
release of one joint judgment debtor, when 
not release of all; seal. Irvine v. Mill- 
Micdccc neds sevsevetsdersapessdees xi, 10 
effect of unsatisfied judgment against one of 
several joint tort-feasors. Brinsmead v. 
Harrison (with notes) Seidl she uate eOLgan aalealal vii, 68 
G. giving judgment in joint action for one de- 
fendant and for plaintiff against co-defend- 
ants. Barker v. Cocks...........+.... vii, 343 
joint defendants paying proportional part of 
judgment still liable for balance. Starny v. 


BN cab cale- <6 o4.c6eend peneeamiae iii, 216 
service on one only of joint judgment debtors. 
Frothingham v. Barnes...............- iii, 53 


release of judgment debtor by release of co- 

debtor; conditional release. Aylesworth v. 
POE oo sescvesccccess perenne er. ii, 32 

lien ot judgment. 

when judgment is not a lien on land sold, but 

deed not recorded before judgment docketed. 
ng v. Hagerstown Co..........+..+- Xx, 233 

adem judgment lien held to relate back to 

pone of attachment. Hudson v. Adams, 


xviii, 258 
lien of judgments ; practice in federal courts. 
Prevost v. Gorrell............e..0005 xvii, 335 
lien under Oregon act ; effect of docket —— 
Boyd, 7¢.... + seesees ceeeeees . xvi, 168 
when judgment not a lien on land, _(Va.) 
Floyd v. Harding. .......... oos0s oct, are 





Judgment — continued. PAGE. 
judgment not lien on land purchased by an- 
other before docketing. Goodell v. Blumer, 
xv, 377 
question of priority between judgment and 
ay given pending appeal. Union 
Sav ree xiv, 318 
unacknowledged and unrecorded deed prior 
to judgment lien. (lowa.) Hoy v. Alleni, 316 


Soreign judgments. 

burden of proof in action on foreign judgment. 
Capen v. Woodrow................... xx, 337 

certification of record of foreign judgment. 
Bennll 0. Wl oases secccccscc- xix, 115 

impeaching record of foreign service. Masten 
TW, FOO a s:5ids.+ 6606s snedes<svedsoosa xvii, 353 
Jardine v. Reichert............ ss... xvi, 38 

defenses tee n judgment; coverture of 
defendant, Gilfrey v, Saarbach.... .. xvi, 58 

showing want of jurisdiction, wean M 
BO: ciesnss <4 Age stuabincaaepasdss 275 


judiciel notice of foreign laws giving Lobe 


diction to consuls. inese v. — .- xii, 379 
contradicting record of foreign j dgment as 
to jurisdiction, Thompson v. tman (in 


errr re. reer ra x, 

proof of jurisdiction ; where obtained by oo 

lication. Virginia "Board, etc., v. Columbia 

College ; Knowles v. Logansport Gas Co., 
ix, 240 

action on foreign judgment ; certificate of de- 

fendant’s subsequent bankruptcy. wert 


Le | OS errr re re 94 
action on foreign judgment to which appeal 

is pending. Taylor v. Shaw. ......... iii, 378 
proving foreign judgment. Young v. Rosen- 


P66 i0 dco trneGiae sackeoane. 45h iii, 378 
foreign judgment inst non-resident with- 
out appearance. “Gchibsby v. Westerholtz, , 
iii, 31 
action on foreign judgment, rendered on mis- 
taken view of law. Godard v. Gray... .iii, 310 
decree in another state. Low v. Mussey...i, 199 
Judicial notice ; see judges and courts. 
Judicial sale; see also, execution ; partition ; ex- 
ecutors and administrators ; receivers ; in- 
‘ancy ; guardian and ward ; insanity. 
what defect of title will justify purchaser’s 


refusal to complete judicial sale, Jordan 

Dj Ns Sheed cain bid bn dale nreddedae xx, 74 
order granting resale discretionary. Fisher 

We ID ned sme a'stinscsssssedbd veces xx, 493 
fees of sheriffs and referees on judicial sales. 

(N. Y.) Richards v. Richards......... xix, 218 
conveyance void by reason of adverse posses- 

sion. Christie v. Gage............... xvii, 85 
setting aside. Dowell v. Goode......... xiii, 275 
setting aside judicial sale on proof of fraudu- 

lent process. Manger v. Shirley Leaded xi, 81 
postponement of sale binding on officer. Fred- 

erick v. Wheelock......... ..-..eeeees x, 14 


title of purchaser not dependent on return of 
administrator making sale, McNitt v. 
IN is pindas SUMS «0m -d eenladins ind Ree viii, 412 
sale of the whole of a lot under decree for 
sale of part only. Garnar v. Birch......ii, 417 
sale in gross; homestead. Barmeister v. 
ON on 6.6266 kagoots dbetinssddebencece® ii, 274 
sale of mill machinery valid though not in 
view at sale. Davison v. Bromley... ... ii, 
adjournment of, by attorney authorized by 
sheriff. (Iowa.) Wolf v. Van Metre..... i, 816 
reforming sheriff's deed and mortgage under 
which mistake was made. Quincy ; 


action to recover overpayments made by 
sheriff to judgment creditor on sale of 
debtor's estate. Martin v. Quinn........i, 377 
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Judicial sale—continued. PAGE. 
within what time sheriff’s deed should be ex- 
ecuted, Rucker v. Dooley.............. i, 337 
Jurisdiction, 


as to conflict of state and federal jurisdic- 
tion, see eee @ and courts ; of jurisdic- 
tion general! of la 08, 

other Sanastel enh topics. in matters of bank- 
ruptcy, see assignment for creditors; bank- 
ruptey and insolvency. 

as to foreign judgments, see judgments. 

other connected topics: removal of causes ; 
venue ; constitutional law. 

as to various questions of jurisdiction, see 
larceny ; divorce ; icide ; interest and 


usury; patents; wills ; District of Co- 
lumbia. 
Jury ; see also, verdict ; trial by jury ; trial. 
grand jury. 
previous opinion not disqualification for 
grand juror. State v. Chairs..... . xvi, 135 
incompetency of polygamist as grand jury- 
man in Utah. People v. Cannon (in -_ 
v, 194 
eg organization of ; special plea. Seaghe 
Te isos 64cb4n06%e 06, 096506900008 ii, 355 
province of judge and jury. 
assuming issue in charge to jury. People v. 
BENE: apa nemewetas opens ened desocuads xx, 377 


province of court and jury in construing oral 
contract, distinguished. Detroit Stove 
Works v. Perry (in full) .. .... ...... xx, 10 
the jury still judges of law in Pennsylvania, 
ne v. Commonwealth (with notes)..xix, 427 
expressions of opinion on evidence in 
charging. Allis v. Leonard............ xi, 400 
juror may also be witness. Bell v. State..v, 78 
exemption from jury duty ; challenges. 
each defendant entitled to full number of 
challenges. State v. Stoughton 
right to exact test oath in federal courts con- 
fined to district attorney. Atwood v. 
NN, abt... invdiiukoscdsem heal spanned xix, 398 
juror not obliged to answer as to his participa- 
tion in rebellion, Burt v. Panjaud....xix, 
impression as to guilt; practice on challenges 
in New York. Greenfield v. People, xviii, 317 
joint defendants entitled each to full statu- 
tory challenges. Cruce v. State..... xviii, 
state legislaticn as to exemption from jury 
service. Goodin, ex parte (in full). . .xviii, 
when challenge for cause is not justified. 
Union @. M. Co. v. Rocky M. N Bank, xvii, 
not disqualified by opinion of guilt, unless a 
fixed belief. Curley v. Commonwealth, 


xvi, 35 
challenges in Wisconsin; calling twelve ju- 
rors, Lamb v. State..........-.seee0e: xi, 94 


challenges in criminal cases in case of several 
defendants. (N. Y.) State v. Sutton. .viii, 265 

exemption from service of manufacturing 
eam. under New York act. People 


ID. oh dine -ecndacaconsielenesan iv, 252 
scruples as to capital punishment. People v. 

WT sivacese sscnde siutawende«d4 iii, 210 
challenge for favor ; triers to determine com- 

petency. People v. Allen ...... .....- > 355 


rejection for bias. (Iowa.) May v. Elam..i, 316 
drawing the jury, ete. 
discharging jury and impaneling another 


after partly reading indictment, Watkins 


Wy Tiss cntins sds bicedies con sutis . xix, 99 
— ular drawing of panel. Brazier v. State,v, 78 
e of Seen jury. (N. Y.) Brisbane v. 

: Semen ccwmnanne pe segoenssss ge skasi ii, 214 
mode of Smenoaiinn in California. People v. 
Scoggins..... i Se WNNS COW~saddeies ws craton i, 376 





Jury—continued. PAGE. 
grounds of objection to verdict. 
drinking by jury. Tuttle v. State... ... xx, 377 
treating jury to liquor by interested person. 
Schissler v. Chesshire. .. ............ vi, 98 
treating jury. Sacramento, etc., Co. v. 
NNN 0c cae bic Fo ce obiddallidecceeee'd iv, 254 
—— of juror ; waiver by party seek- 
new trial. Jackson v. Jackson..... iii, 475 
arising by jury. Ryan v. Harrow, iii, 188; ii, 274 
Roman vy. State........ Xv, 337 
short absence of juror to get tobacco not fatal. 
RD Gy TED a ois dices. ccinssawascdotdau xx, 356 


conviction for felony by jury of eleven by 
prisoner’s consent, valid. State v. Kauf- 
man (in full) 
sending copy of statutes to jury, cause for 
new trial. Griffin v. Bartlett......... 
personation of jury by person with same 
name ; new trial granted. McGill v. State 
CURED: MOE iieca en itescvccgiing xix, 307, 
temporary separation ; asking advice of attor- 
ney who refuses it. Armleder v, Lieber- 
man 
remarks by juror with intention of escaping 
jury duty. Monghon v. State 
reading medical book to jury. Hoffman v. 
Rs is: ancienecnee ddr deeds hedeseees xvi, 
verdict set aside for reading of newspaper 
article by jurors. Commonwealth v. Landis 
(With notes).........-.seseseeseeeeees xv, 
giving jury book of records, with instructions 
to examine only particular pages. Sullings 
v. Goodyear D. V.Co....... ..seseeees Xv, 
separation of juror from the others after re- 
tiring. State v. Conway 
setting aside verdict for misconduct of jurors. 
Tomlinson v. Derby 
reading ae to jury. Koelges v. Guard- 
MN EG MIDs 6:60 s.000bnaddee is 'eoctiwas xi, 
ay 2 mens bg jury ; new trial for inadequate 
damages. Falvey v. Stanford 
public discussion by jury as to verdict after 
sealing but before rendering it. Shaver v. 
| eee ny ree cere vii, 
presumption of regularity where record — 
juror absent. State v. Parsons. 
agreement for compromise verdict. 
C. R. R. v. Abell (remarked on). . Vv, 
drawing lots. Levy v. Brannan....... .. iii, 
compromise of verdicts. Wolf v. oe 
POMPB Slits ta sdiavrisictvesses dine 
examinations of judge’s minutes whens 
leave. Graves v. Gaus. 
omission to swear juror, Scott v. Moore. . 
allowing jury to have Prey dnomnentn. 
Shaffner v. Second Ave. R. R....... i, 198, 
juror sitting on former trial. Hurtert v. 


iitinois 


effect of verdict. 
waiver of objection to juror not taken till 
after conviction. Gillooley v. State (with 
notes) $014 Ch tbh Cbwidabksdsesaddegodie xviii, 
minority of juror no ground for new trial 
after verdict. Wassum v. Feeney (with 
IIE, 66 0 ke. . 6a n0nd tesns0seebeeeae xvi, 
incompetency of jurors trying criminal case 
to sit on second trial. Barclay v. People 
(in full).. viii, 
error in jury list not noticed till after ver- 
dict. Bennett v. Mathews............. iv, 


grounds of objection first discovered after 

verdict. 
evidence. 

affidavits of jurors not admissible to show 

— rule adopted in computing verdict. 

0: xx, 


Ne We TOs s < 6 Fissdcciads iii, 


Rumford Chemical Works v. Finne... 


291 
98 


285 


-xi, 239 


267 
378 


363 


230 


104 
126 
216 


18 
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Jury—continued. 
evidence of jurors as to acts and motives. 
Woodward vy. Leavett............ . viii, 
affidavit of juror as to misapprehension of 
witness’ testimony. Briant v. Trimmer..i, 
Justice of the peace ; see judges and courts. 
Kidnapping ; see abduction. 
Labor and services, 
connected topics: master and servant ; 
wages ; contracts; contractors ; infancy ; 
conspiracy ; lien, ete. 
contract for personal service ; representation 
of plaintiff that he was first rate salesman 
excluded on issue of fraud. Blair v. Laflin, 
xx, 
presumptions as to services being gratuitous. 
Potter v. Carpenter........... sss: xix, 
pay of railroad assistant chief engineer not a 
“labor debt.” Brockway v. Innes... xviii, 
eight-hour law; contractor's employee not 
within it. United States v. Driscoll. .xvii, 
when suit for wages not maintainable until 
expiration of term. Powers v. Wilson, 
xvii, 
implied condition of ability in contract for 
personal services. Spalding v. Rosa. .xvi, 
eight-hour law; what constitutes a day's 
work. United States v. Martin (in full), 
xv, 
action for services and materials; pleading 
and evidence. Van Dyke v. Maguire...xi, 
contingent agreements for employment. 
Grove v. Gauger..... .....ssesceceees xi, 
liability of brother's estate to sister. 
ware ¥. Bugebed. ....cccccscocccccssecs x, 
Connecticut eight-hour law ; action not main- 
tainable for working extra time. Luske v. 
Hotchkiss (with | re viii, 119; v, 
presumption in action against — of prom- 
ise to pay for services by deceased ; limi- 
tations. Scoch’s Adm’r v. Garrett..... vii, 
recovering value of services in action on ex- 
press contract. Susadorf v. Smidt. . vii, 
duty of discharged teacher to make the most 
of his time during agreed term of service; 
burden of proof. Gillis v. Spence...... vii, 
whether compensation to business assistant 


was fixed or dependent on profits. Cough- 
Rr reer Te vii, 
assignment of contracts for service. Hayes 
| eee Maree errr rs er eT ery te vy, 


contract of weekly hiring ; parol evidence of 
conversation at time of signing, not compe- 
tomt. - Benee'¥. Bae... oc cscsiecccsvsss v, 
entirety of contract of employment. 
Ri is Lbs S dcweteawitevaedee vy, 
ten hour law; “implied agreement as to what 
shall be reckoned day’s work. Brooks v. 
CNG Le no beviesias es xewosesss iii, 496 ; iv, 
defenses ; payment; pleading. Quin v. Lloyd, 
ii, 
canceling contract for personal services on 
— of fraud. Barker v. eer 
ns. Co. 
Land ; see real property. 
Landlord and tenant, 
connected topics . crops ; real property ; 
ejectment ; forcible entry and detainer ; 
tures ; ‘easements ; adverse possession ; 
statute of frauds; parol contracts and 
evidence ; money and legal tender, ete 
general and miscellaneous, 
when rent is due on lease from a certain day. 
Ordway v. Remington (with notes).... xix, 
character of tenure as controlled by intervals 
between payments. Steffens v. Earl pty 
notes)....... descecvnee 


Feagles 
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Landlord and tenant — continued. PAGE. 
lease not merged in unperformed contract of 

sale. Bostwick v. Frankfield........ xviii, 237 
effect of fraud to annul lease. Bidwell v. 

BN 5 Sho coke hoe ealases space sees xvii, 513 


Scotch lease heritable. Bain v. Brand....xv, 298 
obligation of lessor of distillery to give con- 
sent required by revenue laws. Graben- 

horst v. Nicodemus (with notes)...... xiii, 409 
= of dispossessed tenant to rents col- 
ected by landlord. Waters v. Crawford, 

ix, 113 
foreclosure by landlord “one mortgage on 
lease ; redemption. (N. Y.) People v. Fow- 


BCU ak Spee ING coe tase de aae mated viii, 207 
rights of tenant who is also holder of mort- 
gage. Shields v. Lozear.. ........... iv, 


lease void and no rent recoverable where les- 
see knew intention of using premises for 
lottery at time of lease. Edelmuth v. Mc- 
II so iiienniesysesncsesatsestacscaces vii, 397 
excluding evidence of agreement to pay less 
rent than expressed in writing, where fraud 
on third person wasin view. Delamater v. 
| OAT By oN at oe Wo vii, 155 
question as to right of life-tenant to rent 
falling due on quarter-days next after tes- 


tator’s death. Sohier v. Eldredge..... iv, 238 
lessee’s right to emblements. auaer v. 
ORE ERAGE Mee eo ES ee. Fe iii, 


tight of lord of manor to dig clay and sand ; 
—_ of tenants, Att’y-Gen. v. Mylchreest 
WR PU 25 isu eh ch cctcasarehacsoe tons xx, 190 
agreements of leasing ; renewals, ete. 
agricultural leases in New York ; the consti- 
tutional clause prohibiting leases exceed- 
ing twelve years. Clark v. Brown, xix, 


258 (remarked pe ts xix, 265 
agreement to give lessee preference in _— 
ing. Delashmutt v. Thomas......... xvi, 418 
option of holding after three years ; necessi a4 
for seal under English act. Hand v. Hal 
xvi, 152 
question of power of trustees to covenant for 
renewal. Salamon vy. Sopwith........ xv, 187 


uncertainty in lease ; clause permitting ten- 
ant to remain as long as rent duly paid. 
Wood v. Beard ...... ......0..- se. XV, 186 
covenant to renew lease; conveyance of rever- 
sion to third person before expiration of 
term. Norton v. Snyder....... .... x, 
grant of easement to eins : implied cove- 
nant as to right to remain on premises. 
Basserman v. Trinity Church......... viii, 395 
effect of extension clause giving lessee right 
of election as to remaining. Buffalo, etc., 
Tr. Co, v. Lansing.........2+:0++000+5 vii, 91 
use of house given farm Jaborer during ser- 
vice, as part wages; nature of tenancy. 
Doyle v. Gibb ............2+eeeee eee: vi, 108 
remaining in possession an excuse of option 
to renew reserved in lease. Delashman v. 


WE itis cai neas essasede tasedbospuon v, 899 
agreement for tenancy for two years certain. 
Beaumont v. Love —s....._ ww eee ee wee iv, 207 


question whether parties were tenants in com- 
mon or landlord and tenant. Roberts v. 
DUMB snc cs keadcte tite + Vencteneowens iii, 151 

covenant to give plaintiff first privilege to 


take lease, void as too indefinite. Burke v. 
ia es Cade seesaaset iii, 150 
tenancies from year to year and at will ; oral 


leases. 
verbal lease with right to dig clay ; rights of 
tenant as against purchaser. (Penn. ) Sheets 
Oe PAPO ies creck ee rere xix 520, 
tenancy from year to year created by entry 
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Landlord and tenant — continued. 
under void lease for years; surrender. 
Loughran v. Smith (remarked on)... . xviii, 

xix, 46, 
verbal lease for one year commencing in 
— (Col.) Sears v. Smith........ xvi, 

ect of entry under void verbal lease; tenancy 
from year to year. (N. Y.) Reeder S 
BOD: 0 osreqncecnacacennssien ret sceses 


tenancy at will defined. ‘Say v. Stoddard, xiv, 
verbal lease for one year. Becor v. Flues, xiii, 
tenancy from year to year ; question of com- 

mencement of tenancy and date of notice. 

Sandill v. Franklin................... xii, 
rent payable in advance ; tenant at will must 

give statutory notice. Sprague v. Quinn, ix, 
effect of lease without valid acknowledg- 

ment; tenancy from year to year. Thurber 


v. Dwyer Chey <ad.w Hig: (dh dbaien aks aie viii, 
ounine from month to month ; notice, (N. Y.) 
People v. Goelet............sseeeeeees vii, 


tenant for year not entitled to notice of equi- 
ties of third person against landlord. Clark 


De ntanch seas tends ovs<ne eannt vi, 

tenancies at will in New York. Reckhon v. 

tt i itiehdicbveeetenties oa eka yor 
leases by agent. 


agent making lease in own name; right of 
principal to recover rent. Nicoll v. Burke, 
xx, 

knowledge of agent renting premises for un- 


lawful] purpose not.attributable to princi-° 


pal. Stanley v. Chamberlin (with notes), 
xvii, 
improvements by tenant; removal of fixtures, ete.; 
see cr ; fatures. 
parol col ateral contract as to fixtures. Lewis 
F, MORREET . . vcsensescccenccasssiese: xviii, 
right of removal lost by tenant on execution 
of new lease without reservation. Watrias 
v. First N. Bank (with notes), xviii, 222 
eros oer eer xviii, 
custom as to compensation of outgoing tenant 
of farm for tillage,etc. Bradburn v. Foley 
CED ts coins. <p ennendnses aenmade xvii, 
work done on premises by intended er 
Pulbrook v. Lawes..........-..--++6: 
improvement contracts between landlord an 
tenant. Leslie v. Smith........ ...... xi, 
landlord liable to tenant in tort for refusing 
to allow removal of chattels attached to 
i. Guthree v. Jones.... =... ix, 
alteration of premises by tenant under cove- 


nant in lease. Agate v. Lowenbien..... 7 
carrying off manure by outgoing tenant. 
Hill v. DeRochmont .................. iii, 
Corey v. Bishop ....... ....ssee-++05: iii, 


appraisement of Tesgvocenseete as a condition 


recedent for payment by lessor. Hood v. 

IONE, 0.6 oss asece cone sacesceunes - 
removal of fixtures. Dingley v. Buffum.. 
erected by tenant. Hey v. Bruner........ i 


stipulation to pay for buildings erected at ex- 

piration of term. May v. Rhinelander. ..i, 
paramount title ; 

tenant not to deny landlord's title. Morrison 

v. Bassett 

liability for rent of tenant evicted from part 

remises by paramount title. ee 

oyer 

abe saulent disputing landlord’s title not = 

plicable to grantee of tenant for life and 

remainderman. Christie v. Gage.... xvii, 


eee ee eee ee ee ee ee 


exceptions to rule as to disputing title of 
landlord. Mays v. Dwight (with notes), xv, 
application of rule forbidding lessee to dis- 


PAGE, 


497 
15 
167 
v, 515 


345 
431 


156 
63 


266 
366 


857 
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188 
, 461 
31 


98 


413 


16 
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Landlord and tenant—continued. AGE. 


pute title of lessor. Stott v. Rutherford, 
, 182 

estoppel of tenant to deny title of landlord” 
Lucas v. Brooks..........cceccseceeees x, 108 

duties of landlord to tenant ; rent. 

duty of landlord as to protection of machinery 
leased; injury to tenant’semployee. Ryan 
v. Wilson Pikes i Rkbees «ameeelrs- a dic® xix, 
recovery by tenant deprived of premises 
against landlord; action by landlord for 


481 


rent. Knox v, Hexter.............+: xvii, 154 
how far injury caused by landlord is a de- 
fense in action for rent, Matthews v. May- 

6 ecb ehshenohgsees ssdene sa nnened xiii, 146 
liability of landlord for poisoning of tenant’s 
sheep by yew trees on premises. Erskine 

Te BRORR 60. 50000 05050 cans vii, 888; viii, 20 


tortious acts of landlord depriving tenant of 
access to premises not a defense to action 
for rent. (N.Y.) Gallup v. —-> R., vii, 171 
action under statute for wrongful shooting of 
tenant resisting entry of landlord. wert 
v. Freeman. 
damages for wrongful entry and cutting off 
steam power - landlord. Chapman v. 


188 


| 


Bin deetadse: cae) Reese cceceteunews i, 142 
release of’? rent. 
presumption of payment of rent from lapse of 
time, Lyon Dts 2 hcck ae. kind eee vi, 436 
presumption from non-payment of rent on 
Pom covenant for sixty-three years. Tro 
Ch, BR W. BGO. oo os sdiiniicne (css xf 342 
presumption of release; rent charge and rent 
service ; ancient deeds, Lyon v. Brown, 
vi, 161, 162 
conditions and covenants. 
silence not a waiver of condition of lease. 
Corwin, Dist. J.,v. Moreland... ....xix, 518 


patent defects not covered by covenants as to 
title. Besley v. Besley (in full) Teer xviii, 234 
negligence of landlord in causing overflow or 
tort in removing fixtures, not available by 
counter-claim, in action on covenant for re- 


pairs. Egerton v. Page.......-.....- xix, 400 
violation of covenant by lessee not to affix 
signs. Evans v. Davis............... xix, 138 


covenant by lessee to pay assessments held 
not to include general taxes. Stephani v. 
OMG OE Gia io kocsis dics nese caus xix, 78 
lease not to be canceled for failure of lessor 
to fulfill contemporary oval promise. Wil- 
CT 6s iad do Ri o'o va coudes xviii, 
covenant to pay taxes and assessments; not 
applicable to csogeg 4. improvement under 
statute. Rawlins v. Briggs......... xviii, 
agreement for lease; what are usual cove- 
nants. Hampshire v. Wickens (with notes), 
xvii, 439 (in full); Id. 
performance of lessee’s covenants necessary 
to action o—— lessor. (N. Y.) People’s 
Bank v. Mitchell ii, 433 
SS for street improvements not cov- 
ered by lessee’s covenant to pay taxes. 
eee Prov. Rubber Co. (with notes), xvii, 879 
restrictive covenant of lessee; whether en- 
forceable by lessee of adjoining lot holding 
under similar restriction. Master v. Han- 
vi, 120 
question whether covenants were ——— 
and distinct. Dawson v. Fitzgerald. . , 198 
obligation of x + to replace consumed 4 on 
190 


497 
457 


508 


=. Levy v. Dyess (with notes)..... xiii, 
stipulation ra sale of good-will by ones 
tenant. Llewellyn v. Rutherford..... xii, 
agreement by tenant to pay fair compensation 
for injury to pet arbitration clause. 
Dawson v. Fitzgeral vescoclily ae 

















Landlord and tenant—continued. 
removal of tenant by landlord for keeping 
disorderly house. Miller v. Forman .. .ix, 
covenant to pay proceeds of farm against rent 
held not to give lessor a lien. Barber v. 
PI, cit 6 odes ccd Rd haga en demes oe ix, 
nuisance maintained by tenant, causing in- 
jury to buildings leased. McKeon v. See, 
viii, 
or 3 s covenant toinsure, Sherwood v. Har- 
purchase from landlord on faith of tenant’s 
——_ to deliver possession; tenant 
und. Moore v. Davis............... vii, 
covenant for quiet enjoyment ; restriction of 
use of premises as to particular trade. Den- 
OUR VMI. «ia. 0 dsn 6's s Aeneas ddeen v, 
damages for failure by lessee to sink well as 
provided by lease. Chamberlain v. Parker, 
iv, 
implied covenant for quiet enjoyment ; rule 
of damages for breach. Mack v. Patchin, 
iii, 
covenant of leasees not to assign without 
license ; forfeiture. West v. Dodd...... ii, 
testimony of lessee as to diminished value of 
remises by breach of lessor’s covenant, 
ONE HOE i oso cccccad coscmnd i, 
measure of damages for breach of covenant 
for quiet enjoyment. Mack v. Patchin.. .i, 
repairs ; rebuilding. 
entry of lessor to repair without covenant 
right. Stocker v. Planet B. Society. ...xx, 
action by tenant for landlord’s failure to re- 
pair. Nemelty v. Naylor............ xviii, 
duty of trustee under will to keep in repair, 
not enforceable by lessee. Wheeler v. 
RUN: esos 65 ok ¢se¥cdsnsaret aa xviii, 
specific enforcement of covenants to repair; 
amending equitable action to give legal 
remedy. Peck v. Allison.............. xi, 
counterclaims in actions for rent of damages 
from lessor’s failure to repair; damages 
where lessee has repaired. Williams v. 
Williams; Cooke v. Soule......... xi, 48; 
measure of damages in suit on covenant to 
repair, where plaintiff has made repairs 
himself. Merony v. Ferguson (with notes), 
xi, 
covenant of lessee to pay outgoings ; duty of 
making drain. (Eng.) Crossee v. Raw, xi, 


owner not liable to tenant for negligence of 
contractor repairing house. Lawrence v. 
i EE IIE we viii, 
option of landlord to rebuild or terminate 
lease under special covenants. Wilby v. 
epee rr ere rr rre™ viii, 
decreeing specific performance of covenant to 
repair. Beck v. Allison... ........... vii, 
landlord’s duty as to repairs where there is 
no express covenant. Doupe v. Genin, 
vii, 

obligations of lessor under covenant to build. 
Cowell v. Lamley, io. 2 0..200.-ccc000 iv, 
action by tenant pon Fe landlord for not re- 
pairing. O’Brien v. Caswell....... oneal, 
failure of lessor to obtain lands for lessee 
under special clause in lease. Acraman v. 


covenant by lessor to repair; entitled to 
notice. Makin v. Wilkinson (in full).. iin 
obligation of lessor to rebuild in case of fire. 
Cowell v. Lumley...............ssceee iii, 
terminating lease ; forfeiture ; eviction. 
what is surrender sufficient to bar rent. 


PAGE. 


828 


107 
396 


14 


397 


114 


188 
314 


874 


237 
498 


438 


79 


895 


329 
896 


30 
191 
160 


, 483 
196 
378 


Smith v. Wheeler... .....0-ccccese:s xviii, 477 


surrender of lease; how far tenant released 
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from liability for past taxes and repairs. 
Roe v. Conway......-.....e0.e0s . xviii, 75 


surrender of lease by operation of law; re- 


moval of fixtures in reasonable time. Moss 

1 Sn a'ia dad ad dass co a cee xviii, 37 
surrender of lease by operation of law. Coe 

Fi ND a5 dnb 090csdnenast+aganousa xvii, 191 


question of abrogation of clause of forfeiture 
for non-payment of rent; when time essence 
of contract. Brown v. Vandergrift.....xv, 236 
question as to construction of proviso for re- 
entry. Crawley v. Price.... ......... xii, 190 
agreement for surrender of lease; time es- 
sence of contract. Goellet v. Spofford.. .x, 89 
right of re-entry for non-payment ; demand. 
(Eng.) Phillips v. Bridge.............. ix, 326 
lease under seal ; parol agreement for surren- 
der. (N. Y.) Wilson v. Lester........ vii, 366 
effect of re-entry by landlord during term 
after abandonment by tenant. Mackeller 
Vs. 6.5 024008 sendnsacescodewenee Vii, 
forfeiture for waste; re-entry necessary ; 
agreement between lessor and tenant to 
consider forfeited; rights of re 
BIT: V. BOOO,, asa: 6.60:9:0:9.50:6043.00:5. 06 10 
what amounts to eviction. Home Ins. Co. 4 
Sherman 338 
rescission of lessee as against lessor by his 
re-entry and re-letting. Renn v. Diedrich, iii, 30 
182 
143 


316 


avoiding lease ; demand and re-entry. Read 
v. Tuttle 
declaration of forfeiture for non-payment of 
rent, Chapman v. Kirby............... i, 
sub-letting and assignment. 
assignment by tenant; liability of assignee on 
original covenants to mortgage foreclosing. 
i Ee eer xix, 
liability of assignee of lease to lessee for rent. 
Farrington v. Kimball................ xix, 
discharge of original lessee by new agree- 
. ment between lessor and assignee. Fifty 
Associates v. Grace........ .....20-- xviii, 
agreement to grant lease to proposed under- 
tenant at any time; question of uncertainty; 
specific performance. Keusel v. Watson, 
xviii, 37 
sub-leasing; original lessor’s right of re- 
entry ; usual and unusual covenants. Hyde 
TN <5 o.bdcdgad oy ass aamiesdanes xvii, 290 
liability of original tenant for rent after 
assignment and acceptance by lessor of 
assignee as tenant. Hunt v. Gardner (with 
BAIT oo. 6, 6,050.95: - eo ones Per eR 
assignment of lease not necessary to be filed 
as chattel mortgage, though given as 
security. Booth v. 
grantee of lessor not bound by special agree- 
ments in lease. Morton v. Wier...... xvi, 
covenant by under-lessee not to build, binding 
in equity though merged at law. Birming- 
ham I. Co, v. Lea .........-ecee5 ae 
liability of tenant to subtenant for injuries 
to leased property, United States v. Bost- 
WEE n0'64< dndcchisad oss 4650— Anan xv, 161 
ejectment by lessor’s assignee ; notice. Scal- 
— Ty RR ey xiii, 381 
breach of covenant not to underlet ; 
Walrond v. Hawkins..... ..........-- xii, 156 
liability to lessor of firm taking assignment 
of copartner. Durond v. Cuftis....... xi, 161 
assignment of lease; specific performance ; 
waiver of forfeiture by original lessor. 
Murray v. Harway 
liability of lessee to sub-lessee for explosion 
of defective boiler, Jaffe v. Harteau...xi, 
forfeiture by making sub-lease ; waiver. Col- 
lins v. Hasbrouck,.......ceeeees. esses x, 814 


519 


274 


117 


208 


126 
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covenant of sub-tenant to repair; action by 
sub-lessor to recover cost of repairs made 
himself. Williams v. Williams (with notes), 
x, 
effect of surrender of lease on sub-lessee. 
Mellor v. Watkins ................ .. x, 300 
force of covenants against assignee with “4 
tice. Daniel v. Stepney................ 
covenant of lessor not to arbitrarily withhold 
assent to assignment. Treloar v. Bigge, x, 140 
rights of successive tenants as to condition in 
lease; priority. White v. Colgan...... ix, 374 
violation of covenant not to assign by lessee 
on penalt y of forfeiture. Moore v. Petts, ix, 10 
guaranty of sub-lessee’s performance of con- 
tract with lessor; surrender. Doscher v. 
ee RR RT eae enna viii, 361 
express condition as to assignment contained 
in lease incorporated into agreement for 


urchase. Murray v. Harway........ viii, 397 
evidence of assignment; delivery; possession. 
Wilson v. Hoffman ........ ........-. viii, 223 
duty of Pa urchaser from lessor to notify ten- 
ant. O’Connor v. Kelly.............- viii, 28 
rights of successive tenants, priority. Stitt 
Pe Cadi keheencas oc heenehdumad viii, 191 


assignee of lease as collateral security not 
liable for rent. Tallman v. Bressler..viii, 14 
covenant of lessee with under-lessees contin- 
gent on his obtaining renewal of lease ; 
remedy where trustee for his wife obtains 
it. Lumley v. Timms........ ....... vii, 269 
covenant not to assign available against 
assignee of lease. Varley v. Coppard..vi, 435 
occupation under incomplete assignment, 
Crouch vy. Tregonning................+. 
assignment of lease for three lives. (Eng) 


EE EE cviccaane 1a6snnnnh and v, 303 
liability of assignee to original lessee. Moule 
Dc cetan che eed eamenngaeunenn v, 304 


waiver of cause of forfeiture by receiving 

rent with knowledge. Ireland v. Nichols, 
v, 56 

rent from under-tenant not necessarily recog- 


nition of him as own tenant. Burnham v. 
eee iv, 109 

ass — rw weedy liability of original lessees. 
Te ices 450es 008 athbeene iii, 472 


eubteiaet not liable for breach of restriction 
on use of premises not made known to him. 
oo Le ii, 377 
liability of assignees of lease to original lessee 
compelled to pay for their breaches of cove- 
nant. Moule v. Garrett........... .... i, 522 
action for rent ; untenantable premises. 
right to rescind contract to take furnished 
ouse, if drains defective. Wilson v. 
Finch Hatton (with notes)............ xvi, 195 
premises unfit for occupation when lease 
made; parol promise of landlord to repair. 
Laughin sa addneninnen+snens ied xv, 255 
premises becoming untenantable ; defense to 
action for rent. Lockrow v. Horgan. -xii, 26 
premises rendered untenantable ; New York 
act. Johnson v. Oppenheim........... x, 74 
untenantable premises ; New York act reliev. 
ing tenant from rent. Suydam v. Jackson, 
ix, 342 
house removed and becoming untenantable ; 
previous oo of tenant to stay and 
z. _ uring removal. Ahslecunse v. 
ie DP Ea iit viii, 46 
lien ae by terms of lease on furniture ; 
equitable remedies ; wrongful sale by third 
person. 


contract for board and lodging; New York 





Hale v. Omaha N. Bank...... vii, 137, 
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act; quitting rooms by reason of stench. 
BOWIE ¥. TABS... 2. cccrccccces cove. cee v, 
removal of building for street improvement ; 
action for rent. Phyfe v. Elmer...... iv, 14 
right of tenant to remove from untenantable 
remises, under New York act of 1860. 
MOONE WG: WOME. 66 ce cc nccccccses iii, 51 


nuisances ; negligence ; liability to third persons. 


owner of tenement house liable for neglect to 

provide fire escapes. Willey v. Mulledy, 
xx, 393 

landlord not liable to third person for dan- 

gerous condition of walk. Mellin v. Mor- 


MR ciecccntapactnes cnn shone hepaean xx, 57 
negligent use of hired water power. Carter 

rlin Mills Co. (with notes)........ xix, 38 
defects in platform kept for common uses of 

tenants. Readman v. Conway..... .. xix, 461 


landlord not liable for neglect of tenant in 
possession. Shindelbeck v. Moon (with 
Ls § ndecca teases, tdandradves ts xix, 102 
duty of landlord to keep approaches safe to 
premises. Nash v. Minneapolis Mill Co., 
xvii, 435 
injury to cattle of another tenant of same les- 
sor by swallowing pieces of wire fence 
erected by lessee. Firth v. Bowling I. Co. 
Ra reno ere rr xvi, 195 
when landlord liable to stranger injured by 
want of repair. Nelson v. Liverpool B. 
CR CU I ks ce scceccccen- xvi, 215, 264 
landlord not responsible for injury from 
water-closet negligently used. White v. 
MN, oa cccscngescs> 1:4-n400 xv, 373 
question of liability of lessor to third person 


for putting up unsafe fixtures. ene v. 

WEED: dasdhdck dcenseierecsecosan 250 
owner liable for faulty construction. W alsh 

ie Ds 00a 0p. a pbs a 6.006.64.0% 50054 xiv, 284 


when lessor not liable for nuisance to high- 

way. Gwinnell v. Earmer (with notes), 
xii, 147; xiii, 168 

when lessor not liable for injury to third per- 

son from defective condition of premises. 
Clancy v. Byrne (remarked on), xii,147; x, 315 

action against lessor of store for pit left 

open in back-way. Straub v. Soderer (with 


I nbd thee d eaKdenes ace pnesdsenees , a 
insecure coal-plate in public way. Pretty v. 
Rciiaddcecbekcatssocasown ates viii, 254 


lessee jointly liable with lessor for open coal 
hole in sidewalk. Irvine v. Wood....viii, 44 
landlord of tenement house not bound to re- 
air roof,as against tenant of floor below. 
Denn v. Gesner (with notes)... ....... vi, 139 
owner of premises not liable for scuttle out 
of repair through tenant’s neglect. F art 
We BRIO. <n cccccncesciccvcesssscecess 
liability of landlord for snow and ice failing 
from roof of leased building. Shipley v. 
PUlty BORGMIMIOR, 0.000 ccccccccccccoscecs v, 188 


distress ; landlord's lien. 


distress on goods of another in hands of 
tenant. Howe Machine Co. v. Sloan. .xix, 163 
right of landlord to rent out of proceeds of 
goods on premises. Bowne, 7¢....... xii, 301 
landlord’s lien on goods of bankrupt tenant 
for rent. Morgan v. Campbell.....xi, 219, 156 
distraint for rent on bankrupt estate. Long- 
streth v. Pennoch.........cscccccccees xi, 81 
rights of landlord claiming rent as ee 
older of bill of sale of tenant’s *ociana” 
venting removal of goods. and ct 
COUPE noose ccccperccnscccce sesees vii, 318 
power of distress in Jease of mines held not 
torun to assignee. Danie! v, Stepney..vi, 371 
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Landlord and tenant — continued. PAGE. 
notice to quit. 
when day of giving notice is excluded in 
reckoning time. le v. Doddridge...xx, 316 
adding to notice to quit, notification that rent 
will otherwise be increased. Ahearn v. 
Bellman (with notes) ...............6. xx, 163 
notice to terminate tenancy from month to 
month. (N. Y.) Wilson v. Taylor. ...xix, 401 
notice of intention to quit; holding over ; 
waiver by lessor. Wilgus v. Whitehead, 
xix, 320 
leaving notice to quit with a daughter of 


tenant, who did not deliver it. Tanham v. 
SS iiccbs ods Sdeskedaviecaceas vii, 106 
computation of period of notice to quit. Duffy 
rr ars ree iii, 394 
ountaten proceedings. 
see also, forcible entry and detainer. 
act of 1879 for summary proceedings a 
tenants, construction of........... ... , 321 
summary proceedings ; parties, (N. Y.) Croft 
| SRA eer ea xix, 440 
duty of officer executing writ of possession. 
ORG We AND: ae.6. 00000 ds scucensed xviii, 73 


judgment of dispossession not conclusive as 

to amount of rent due. Jarvis v. Driggs, 
xv, 311 

summary proceedings in justices’ courts (N. 

Y.); effect of reversal in higher court. 
Heyden v. Florence 8. M. Co........... ix, 307 
affidavit. Weyman vy. Johnson......... viii, 382 

pendency of action of ejectment not a bar to 

= of dispossession. (N. Y.) Griss- 


OE Vo TARP VOIDS. oo isccdcevesccs cece viii, 216 
dispossession proceedings under New York 

act. People v. Fowler........... viii, 216, 285 

People v. Andrews...... ....... viii, 312 

BOOED VY. TROVOG . 0.4 wc ceccccecesis iii, 302 

ls Ge es oo cicdssedssadeanene ii, 154 
summary proceedings by city as landlord. 

PUGNEO TW, BON so d.00660 ccinvracecesesee vi, 326 


whether recovery of premises by default in 
summary proceedings is conclusive against 
tenant in subsequent action for same rent, 


@.¥.) Powers v. Witty... cccccecss v, 200 
constructive seizure for rent in arrear. Cra- 
Oe BN o:6466ccbase:, bebeecdesdese ii, 217 


holding over ; use and occupation. 
taking possession of premises held over by 
tenant at will. Sullivan v. Carberry, xvii, 413 
expelling tenant at sufferance by force. Low 
v. Elwell (with notes)........ .....+- xvi, 231 
use and occupation; admission of rent claimed 
as fair by demurrer. Metrop. R. R. v. 


p | EEE AAP CET PET Per re xvi, 152 
question of holding over of, on original terms. 

WMH T, COBB. 6.6000 cidiosecssedsiccsins xvi, 121 
tacitly allowing tenant to hold over. Kelly 

Ge PI 1.64 saadacsi« saw Dadbiowes xi, 192 


privilege of lessee of saw-mill to hold over 
until logs sawed; duty of diligence. Crouch 


Wo POREOE . oo cccescscssccvcccssdssecs x, 392 
action for use and occupation; priority of 
estate. White v. Colgan............ ix, 374 
occupation under void lease. Martin . 
2506 cecedeedpesns<tdeObeamouae ix, 326 
holding over; sufferance; notice. Smith v. 
CARAT 660.5066 66600008csscees viii, 153, 74 
lessor’s right to elect as to treatment of ten- 
ant holding over. Schuyler v. Smith..viii, 55 
holding over; implications as to rent. Meaher 
v. Pomeroy Sy Pay ee er vii, 284 
holding over by virtue of mortgage where 
tenant is also mortgagee. Shields v. Lozear, 
188 


vy, 
Delashman 


—- holding over by lessee. 





Landlord and tenant — continued. Pp. 
action for use and occupation. (N. Y.) Griffin 

Di, BI 6 pda id cada eds nd, eterna dee iii, 

in whose name action must be brought under 
Wisconsin act against tenant holding over. 


Bee OI bck. ks catensbadsts steers i, 256 
damage for under-tenant holding over. Hen- 
derson v. Squire .........e..eee se eeeees i, 64 


Larceny and receiving stolen goods, 
connected tupics: embezzlement ; false pre- 
tenses ; criminat law ; lost property ; con- 
version ; innkeepers ; game ; crops ; acces- 
sorties and accomplices. 
eneral. 
theft of goods belonging to different persons 


in 


stolen by same act. Horles v. United 

NN 955-0866 5s kite dhenceesepatineel xviii, 297 
bringing into state goods stolen outside. Stan- 

ley v. State (with notes) .............. xii, 248 


evidence of contemporaneous similar transac- 
tions against pawn-broker receiving stolen 


oods. Copperman v. People.......... xi, 127 
indictment for receiving stolen goods ; evi- 

dence of other similar transactions. — 

SO: PUM a dice crcaaisnanremascens 40 


validity of act punishing thief — onan 
property into state. People v Williams, viii, 108 
petit larceny as first offense; constitutionality 
of New York act. Stetzer v. Rawson... 
action for stolen property not suspended oat 
ing criminal prosecution. Hawk v. Min- 
EO OORT PLIST OE Tre ee iv, 191 
validity of act making larceny grand larceny 
without regard to value of property. Peo- 


ple v. Townsley ........cccccccccccess iii, 377 
what constitutes larceny. 
what is sufficient asportation. State v. 
OD n:i.06h600s0ridabrcetidsiasacwed xx, 416 
distinction between larceny and false pre- 
tenses. Zink v. People... .......... xx, 156 
larceny by finder of lost property. Brooks v. 
PD 4045008 s0cscernniinesscces eons xix, 520 
appropriation by finder of lost goods, Baker 
Pie 6. 5:h 60.0 400:00004040s bee esae xvi, 58 
stealing coffin after interment. State v. 
SIN sie ssh endpeioasaane Geasiaee xix, 340; xvii, 296 
certified check is subject of larceny. People 
Wi: cnntaserat-cs: exes cemamaame xix, 99 


conspiracy of owner and police to induce re- 
ceiving of stolen goods. Regina v. Han- 
cock xviii, 
misappropriation by agent intrusted with 
funds. (Eng.) Queen v. Tatlock 
conversion of trunks by hotel keeper. 
900 Vi. TMOG. 6.5.66 6 scicciesecsauad xv, 
obtaining money by trick; false pretenses and 


Seem e eee ee eraser er ee eeeer arene 


larceny distinguished. Loomis v. People,xv, 147 
of pigs killed and buried by owner. Regina 
TT de isexiansateshrssancaas , 257 
dog not subject of larceny. (Ohio.) State v v. 
10.s0sc é0acedesseadareaeonn xiv, 250 
dogs the subject of larceny. Harrington v. 
Miles (with notes)....... ........ xii, 178 


stealing an otterlarceny. State v. House, vi, 421 
obtaining possession with felonious intent of 


note presented for payment. State v. 


We dina) 6.6.51 9 4nee chan saws eo henans xiii, 14 
brakeman may be convicted of larceny of 
goods transported. Munson y. State...xi, 288 
refusal to return change. Hildebrand v. Peo- 
Di isivednvatGetigneessatoedeas 199048 xi, 44 
obtaining money by false statements and then 
appropriating it. Smith v. People..... ix, 26 
deposit in postal savings bank; taking mone 
overpaid by mistake of clerk. Reg. v. Mid- 
re re er eee viii, 154 
what is a carrying away by pickpocket, Har- 
rison v. People.......... isstakeobews vii, 343 
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conspiracy to pick pockets; evidence. Reg. 
We WUE aserdverserscecevedsteotsees iv, 204 


taking prosecutor’s watch under pretense of 
having won a pene bet. — v. 
State (with notes). . 
obtaining goods by a trick, St. Valerie v. 
PO sae seecncernuser 
by converting lost bank note; question ‘as to 
belief that owner could be found. Reg. v. 
PE ee eee 
bailee converting chattels. 
conversion of goods obtained on carrier’s re- 
ceipt given for pu of examination only. 


vii, 165 
vii, 367 


ecseketece v, 157 
Reg. v. Boyd, iv, 206 


Bassett v. Spofford............seeeeeee iv, 140 
converting check given as security. Reg. v. 
WOGORMIAR s 60.66. cccccccsersccescccsces iv, 207 


fraudulent obtaining and conversion of sol- 
dier’s discharge paper. Commonwealth he 


PUI Sad ceuc ne: sebiscacte seodscad iv, 238 


receiving ‘ont converting money due another 
on draft. People v. ‘McDonald, iv, 14; ii, 
obtaining money at mock auction by threats, 
Rog. ¥. Maograth.....ccccccccceses ces 
appropriation of goods of master by cuvenh, 
Commonwealth v. 
evidence ; possession of goods. 


458 


Berry....... base sees i, 140 


possession of stolen property. State v. 
RR RAGuhhn « Redndee 4sebsesedeseed xix, 442 

presumption of guilt from possession, Gab- 
BEN PUREED 8 voi ccbcctorcévesccecés xix, 220 

recent possession of stolen goods. Regina v. 
BNO vnc Sanssvccuesdesctcconcces xviii, 518 
Slover v. People. ............e.eee005 xi, 23 
Guuasenwentth v. Campbell... ......-. iv, 220 


presumption from session of stolen prop- 
erty. Knickerbocker v. People........ iv, 


172 


evidence of identity of bills stolen. Remsen 
We FRUIED - sccucccisvccsede cocesscsvece ii, 417 
possession of goods. Heed v. State... ... ii, 138 
proof of owner’s non-consent, State v. Os- 
WADED... cervicncedeccese cosccoccccsesece 22 
possession of stolen goods. State v. Brady, i, » 22 
indictments ; practice. 
measure of value of article stolen. State v. 
GS & On dercorcausessccsccosens’ xviii, 297 
description of papers charged to be stolen. 
Robinson v. pee ane eee <éeses xix, 520 
description of bank bills stolen. State v. 
St Abb isbn ekas deve biede beanees xviii, 157 
variance in description of horse stolen. 
Brisco v. State........cesscccceseses xvii, 493 
joining “aoe larcenies in one indictment. 
Bente V. FOUPGOM. 2.0.00 cccccsecsses xvii, 875 
description of article stolen. Commonwealth 
Fe GOWER 6.5 cos wocccccccccsccessoce xv, 36 
necessity of allegation of value. Davis v. 
I dads wdc. vets cdebdceetcccccdca snd iii, 475 
new affidavit when defendant was committed 
on defective affidavit. Taylor v. State. .ii, 420 
verdict of guilty ; finding of value. State v. 
MOUND ccd cocnsersness coe sevscse sveccm, 382 
Lateral support; see support. 
Lawyers; see attorneys. 
Lease ; see landlord and tenant. 
Legacy ; ; see devise and legacy. 
Legal tender ; see money and legal tender. 
Legislature; see statutes ; constitutional law ; 
witness. 
Legitimacy ; see bastardy ; children, ete 
Letters ; see post-¢ 3 contracts ; payment. 
Lex —— = of laws. 
dundiah, connected topics: malice. 
in general. 
satisfaction for one libel not satisfaction for 
others. Woods v. Pangburn......... xix, 56 


cumulative penalties for criminal libel. State 


v. Boogher (with notes)........ .... «Xv, 808 





Libel and slander — continued. PAGE, 
liability of corporation for agent’s — 
Howe M. Co. v. Souder... ... .......- 
slander by wife; joining husband. Souder 

WV. CHORE. 6 55. ok inc cc ccccnsiossccs xiii, 372 


restraint of publication of libel in England 
by chancery. Prov. Life Ass. Co. 
mott.. ...... 


actionable words ; evidence, etc 


imputing want of nomen tng integrity. Platts 
Ws DOTINIG, coivicccccccciswccctccsevios xx, 
scales of weights and measures ; charge of 
tampering with weights against privilege. 
Eviston v. Cramer.........-..seees0 xx, 
calling justice of peace “a damned fool of a 
justice” actionable per se. Spiering v. 
MIB. o.0in.c oaegsactescassgaonsssyees xix, 180 
libel and slander distinguished as to doctrine 
of words actionable per se. Tellson v. Rob- 
IS 05h idin 0.405406 wrsciocs xviii, 349 
defamation of chastity ; evidence of nerai 
reputation in mitigation; of particular acts 
incompetent. Duval v. Davey ..... xvii, 489 
calling person ‘‘ convicted felon” after he 
has suffered his sentence. Leyman v. Lat- 


BNO sv 0e is ates ddececsesspes cine xvii, 126, 251 
what amounts to accusation of larceny. 

BEGGS V, TARTE. i cctc scccsasscesece xvii, 234 
slander; malice; evidence, Prime v. East- 

MN bas) cas cksccaeseeed cseasas ean xvi, 70 


action for suborning witnesses to give defam- 
atory testimony in former suit. Rice v. 
Coolidge (with notes).........-...--+ xvi, 231 
spoken words charging venereal disease ac- 
tionable. Kancher v. Blinn........... xv, 377 
charging married man with being whoremas- 
ter. Georgia v. Rexford.............. xv, 273 
charging clergyman with drunkenness. Hay- 
ner v. Cowden (with notes)....... xiv, 223, 283 
charging woman with keeping bawdy-house. 
Griffin v. Moore (with notes) ......... xiv, 351 
charging sodomy. Davis v. Brown..... xiv, 283 
charge of adultery against plaintiff's wife 
and assistant in business. Riding v. Smith 
GI 66. os hii ce Weknatecans .44 xiii, 441 
use of word “thief.” Stern v. Katz....xiii, 150 
slander of chastity; special damages. Pol- 
lard v. Lyon (in full) ......... ...... xiii, 94 
charge of false swearing and being indicted 
therefor. Brace v. Brink ............ xiii, 46 
charging fire-engineers with drunkenness. 
Gottbehnet v. Hubacheck.. xii, 255 
charging workman with being ringleader of 
nine hours’ system; special — Miller 


We NB. isis cisceis Swnecss-covcense x, 27 
charge of perjury; averments. Small v. 
GON, Sacrcccctedese\ccsabedenends viii, 143 


charge of perjury: mitigation. Spooner v. 
BONONNE 5 6 0. csdcbua Wetens cuss vies - viii, 141 
what words are actionable per se. Kimmis v. 


mh...» CchicmsdadeGibadh<kdelleeks onmaas 4d vii, 134 
rt as to fitness of candidate for school. 
ammond v. Hussey.......... ..+-+.- vii, 317 

charge of patronage or protection of prosti- 

tute. Nore v. Bennett .............. vi, 

slander of chastity; special damage. Davies 
eer errr v, 158 


scheatins on management of plaintiff's busi- 
ness. Latimer v. Western News Co... .iv, 204 
calling one a “ deserter.” Hollingsworth <4 
I bs Soctcessaccdgscese (oeshesam 191 
Evarts v. Smith, i 175 
_ Johnson v. Brown, ii, 418 
cha of paers contagious disease. 
eg BAOUE. «60. cc cccacscucncemens i, 239 
ae homeeopathist a quack. White v. Car on 
a ‘charging member of legislature “with 


hypothetical statements. 
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Libel and slander — continued. PAGE, 
betrayal of trust for pecuniary considera- 


tion. Wilson v. Noonan............... i, 
slander of chastity; evidence; defenses. 
ea rery -i, 162 
intent. 


evidence to show non-actionability of actiona- 
ble words. Fawsett v. Clark (in full)..xx, 371 
taking words in actionable sense; evidence of 
malice, etc. Prime v. Eastwood ...... xvi, 246 
nonsuit on grounds that words were not 
used in defamatory sense. Mulligan v. 


Re cstnsedscortemmdauetdweabincenal xiii, 135 
question as to intent with which words were 
spoken, White v. Carroll............. iii, 191 


privilege ; newspaper reports. 
license of newspaper in commenting on candi- 
dates for office. Sweeney v. Baker (with 
Sai erg er .. xix, 346 
newspaper reports of examinations before 
— of peace privileged. McBee v. 


ulton (with notes)............ ..-Xviii, 142 
charges against public officers. Foster v. 

errs xix, 14 
newspaper reports of judicial proceedings. 

‘Usil v. Hales (in full) ............... xvii, 309 


newspaper article charging Cardiff Giant to be 
a humbug. Gott v. Pulsifer (with notes), 
xvii, 

publication by editor without proprietors’ 
knowledge; lord Campbell’s act. Queen v. 


259 


EE Een eo Xvii, 232 
words per se actionable in newspaper article. 

COSTER FT. CRBIIOP. «0.0004. osiciamdesr nce xvii, 250 
reports of judicial proceedings. Barber v. 

St. Louis D. Co. (with notes)....... .. xvi, 327 
defamatory remarks by counsel in arguin 

case. y Mrcarmanendl | v. Godshalk (with 

CS. 22h 660i Rien daodemnKene .xvi, 194 


newspaper comments on meeting of poor- law 
guardians. Purcell v. Sowler.xv, 299, 458 ; 


xvi, 58 
newspaper report of divorce proceeding 1m- 
plicating plaintiff. Pittock v. O’Neill...v, 187 
charging misconduct of army and maladmin- 
istration of public affairs. Palmer v. Con- 
i a6n6004. 4600540 0<eenmabnatensmen iii, 498 
charge of ingratitude in newspaper. Cox v 
DO in stiks eichaiiaian o<490506030+4.0de90 i, 64 
privileged communications ; other cases. 
extent of counsel’s right of freedom of 
speech in argument. Coble v. Coble (with 
SE ib ccdscanectddsceeneseumecaiten xx, 368 
privilege of counsel, Lewis v. Higgins (re- 
I, X60 0 b:n54469 sc bbKae ene xiv, 433 
resolutions of church association dismissing 
member for misconduct. Shurtleff v. 
PN. 6.0 oct bss cs ranenas dees nnees xx, 497 
postal card not privileged communication. 
Kobinson v. Jones (remarked | rer xx, 203 
showing anonymous letter in answer to re- 
quest for information as to character. Rob- 
oo Sl ee Serer xvii, 472 
libelous statements in defendant’s answer. 
Lanning v. Christy (with notes) ...... xvii, 78 
defamatory words preached concerning par 
ishioner not privileged. Magrath v. Finn 
Rss +d & ba :hnccdnn ckaetrege dodanie xvi, 186 
words spoken maliciously by witness on the 
stand. Seaman v. Netherclift (in full), xiv, 184 
words spoken on witness stand. Smith v. 
FOI 6 0. 5.0.5.0.00 cccnnsccenessoss ecsecions 28 
charge of burning one’s own insured build- 
ing. Frank v. Dunning.............. xiii, 119 


communications by informer to treasury de- 
partment. Worthington v. Scribner (with 
notes) 
communication by one election agent to an- 





Libel and slander — continued. PAGE. 
—_ charging bribery. Dickeson v. — 
27 


24 


statements by officer before military court. 
Dawkins v. Lork Rokeby 
criticisms on matter of pains im 
defendant's official report, enwood v, 
Harsha. « 6. «0506 0s 0.6 6sdc 55060005086 -Vii, 
agreement to indemnify publisher for libel- 
ous article not enforceable. Atkins v. — 
WO 5:4. s.0cntarthinabaddusaine ademas ead 
statements in exceptions filed by creditor todis. 
charge of bankrupt. Marsh v. Elsworth... .iii, 11 
malice ; privilege. Moore v. Butler...... iii, 498 
vis v. Sneed ii 
military reports to superior officer. Tr 
v. _Paulet 5 aden WEES ANY O65 avesdeweaks 


pest _ parliamentary debates. Wason " 
ROO ner rere. 
publication of auditors’ report by company. 
Lawless v. Anglo E. Co........-..2 wee: i, 
liability of correspondents of mercantile 
agency. Sherwood v. Gilbert........... ii, 
information circulated by commercial agency. 
Sunderlin v. Bradstreet. . etre | 
slander of title. 
letting others read private letter containin 
libelous matter. Gough v. Goldsmit 
(with notes)........ xviii, 102 ; (in full), id. 
cate of title; special damage. Hart v. 
1 


disparaging statement about plaintiff's goods 
actionable. Western Counties Manure Co. 
v. Lawes Manure Co....... 1... ..se0e. xi, 

slander of title ; false statements as to mining 
land preventing plaintiff from manage. 
Paull v. Halfert 

epithets applied to title of article annaies. 
tured by plaintiffs. Jenner v. Beckett..v, 28 

slander of title; malice. Stewart v. Young, i, 455 

evidence ; damages ; mitigation, ete. 

repetition of words complained of since action 
brought. Daly v. Byrne... .......... xix, 457 

pleading special damages in case of publica- 
tion, not libelous per se. Gough v. Gold- 


13 


, 251 


ee 


QUI «cx 641n0ted tetas endive xviii, 186 
circumstances in mitigation must be pleaded. 
po el lee xvii, 314 
evidence of repetition of slanderous charge. 
BO He FIs 6.3. 46-665: 0h 0nscesseenseee xv, 432 
proof of other acts similar to those —_€ 
Kimball v. Fernandez.............0++. , 857 
general report that plaintiff had been in pee 
itentiary not admissible. Pease v. 8 
pen (with notes).......+..6+ seseeseees xv, 115 
repeating previous report; exemplary dam- 
ages. Fowler v. Chichester. ........ xiii, 872 
special aay how to be alleged. Follard 
Er re entrar ere xiii, 44 
dohententt s wealth. Stanwood v. Whitmore, 
xii, 45 
evidence of other libels to show malice, 
CE C. isin.e. 5.0-50400s 20000050008 viii, 896 
denial of publication. Samuels v. Eve. Mail 
Miiinca de: PiatdnnGerssasinsioml viii, 263 
admitting secondary proof of contents of lost 
libelous letter. Rainy v. Bravo..... .. vii, 1 
substantial proof of words spoken ener 
Desmond v, Brown........+....2se000- 82 
evidence of truth of charge admissible ved 
mitigation, though not pleaded. Huson v. 
Dis 4d a0 dae anhece pns.<ulngaes iv, 144; ii, 175 
showing that words were spoken in passion, 
Mousler v. Harding.................4. iv, 
repetition of slander; evidence of hostile 
feeling. Robbins v. ’Fletcher......... iii, 287 
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Libel and slander — continued. PAGE. 
effect of admissions in answer that charge ap- 


plied to plaintiff. Whittemore v. Ware, 
: iii, 236 

allegations as to time of speaking; malice. 
Norris v. Elliott... .......cceeeeececes iii, 379 


proving repetition of charge ; amendment 
after close of case. Johnson v. Brown, ii, 418 


i, 275 
proof of provocation. (N. Y.) Richardson v. 
PA ccd-sc0-ctensacnececseee Hhelee i, 494 


License, 
connected topics ; penaities ; real property ; 
liquors ; internal revenue ; patents ; fer- 
ries, ete. 
license to build wall on one’s land ; owner 
cannot tear down when built, Miller v. 
NR 6 ikea ccdetMisdenveicesedieded xix, 181 
question as to effect of license to railroad com- 
pany to use land. Murdock v. Prospect P., 
i Serer reer ae ee xvii, 474 
estoppel of licensee of corporation to set up 
ultra vires. Hamilton, etc., Co. v. Cincin- 
WR OUR. , Ri Tiss ceed cb sissecccocsses xvi, 153 
licensee when entitled to notice of revocation, 
BRGENOR D. WAGER, 6 iiss cs cccccecccsves: x, 800 
presumption of, from conduct of parties. Mer- 
rick v. Plumley....... itanedebenncdted i, 140 
Lien, 
see also, mechanic’s lien ; landlord and ten- 
ant ; innkeepers; sale; carriers ; ware- 
houses ; vendor and purchaser; mort- 
gages ; incumbrances; real i aa 
crops ; warehouses ; attorneys ; 
shipping and admiralty ; subrogation ; 
judgment, ete. 
tradesman’s lien on goods left for manufac- 
ture, etc.; waiver. Matthias v. Sellers, 
xviii, 
lien of horse-trainer for services; where con- 
tract with owner is illegal, Harris v. 
MN 6.6 hs en adaddens casebamnase xvii, 231 
lien of claim-agent on fund for a 
Dowell v. Cardwell.............+-..+5 471 
lien for pasturing stock ; waiver ; iabitiey of 


bankrupt ; estate for. Mitchell, re....vii, 410 
concealment. of liens on land from owner. 
Davidson v, Follett..............eees08- i, 299 
Life insurance ; see insurance. 
Life tenants, 
connected topics : devise and legacy ; trusts, 
etc. 


when reservation of privilege in deed creates 
only estate for life. Ashcroft v. Eastern 
right of life-tenant of mining land to pursue 
open veins, Westmoreland Co,.’s appeal, 
xvii, 

action by reversioner for waste. Robinson 
WMS Se chaticdedis scddasce ees xvi, 
conveyance to one for life and then to his 
heirs. Smith v. Hankins.... ........ xiv, 
waste by tenants for life; decease of tenant ; 
limitations, Higginbotham v. Hawkins, 
vii, 

possession of tenant for life inures to re- 
mainder-man for pu of action to com- 

1 determination of claims. Barron v. 
I cE boon ccakweete ads céueeis iv, 
question as to right of life-tenant to rent fall- 
ing due on quarter-days next after testator’s 
death. Sohier v. Eldridge 
waste by life-tenant who rey also owner of first 
estate in remainder. Birch-Wolfe v. Birch, 

ii 


203 


71 


61 


93 


cutting down ornamental timber. ° 
WSSCbevsetececed ii, 218 


Yelverton..... 





Light and air, PAGE, 
connected topics: easements, ete. 
easement of light; purchase without actual 


notice of agreement giving right. (Eng.) 


Allen v. Seckham................ ses. xx, 439 
obstructing access of air; prescription. Bry- 
WIE PB woccctdcccccsduagne chens xx, 197 


right to light not implied on conveyance by 


owner of adjoining tenements. (Eng.) 

Wheeldon v. Burrows.............-.. xix, 222 
obstruction of ancient lights ; measure of 

damages. (Eng.) Moore v. Hall...... xvii, 350 


right to lateral support not presumed from 
twenty years’enjoyment. Angus v. Dalton 


COM MONI EER vncc es ciccses scene xvii, 258 
doctrine of ancient lights in this country. 

Shipman v. Beers (with notes)........ xvii, 23 
chunnittien of lights. (Eng.) Warner v. Mc- 

MED sie <capcwevaw gies. Sabaccbtesess xvi, 12 
light and air from ancient windows. Turner 

We NS. 6 3 os sc ddncbasd so ccegtel xv, 492 


conveyance of adjoining premises by common 
owner without reservation. Ellis v. Man- 
Chester Carr. Co... ......sccccccescose xv, 
whether easement of light and air in win- 
dows looking on grantor’s vacant land 
eee by conveyance of house. James v. 


252 


enkins (with notes) ..............:00. vi, 399 
implied grants of light and air. Mullen v. 
GUNES 05 dsc cscesecccestcssppedess iv, 175 
Limitation of actions ; 


see also, executors and administrators ; 
other connected topics: prescription ; 
conflict of laws ; time ; notes and bills. 
in general ; construction ; jurisdiction ; non-res- 
idence, ete. 
state statutes of limitation not bindin 
United States. U.S. v. Thompson (in full), 
xix, 
special pleading of statute. White v. State 
"hepa Mh nana TE ESOT TT Te xviii, 
when foreign corporation may claim benefit 
of statute. Penn’a Co. v. Sloan (with 
QU is £560bcpeacesatrecn. ode. aan Xviii, 223 
pleading local law in bar of action in forei 
jurisdiction. Perkins v. Gay..... ... xvii, 485 
—— in \ 2 of ae judgment. 
ries v. Mack...... istncsgs bucbaeest xvii, 489 
scnenneaies abel eople v. ar 
(with notes), xvii, 183; (in raat 
state act shortening time of limivation as + 
existing contracts. Terry v. Anderson (in 
SP ee ee eee xvii, 14 
_—— by lex loci contractus. Hyman v. 
WINS 65:5 aodnes ccass Seccncensnqees xv, 212 
lex fori eantacliing. Miller v. Brenham. .xv, 146 
erg & defense of, by demurrer. Chemung 
jank v, Lowery... .....+.cesseees xiv, 338 
statute not invalid because exemption in case 
of absence not extended to non-resident 
creditor. Chemung C. Bank v. Lowery,xiv, 338 
statute of limitation not available to foreign 
corporation. Rathbun v. N.C. R. R...vii, 230 
32 


174 
442 


does not generally run against state. Crane 
WN chokes ce. 6h ctccensecedicncans vi, 
running of statute against non-resident ; 
against insolvent after going into insol- 
vency. Leiman, matterof....... .. ... V, 251 
non-residence ; living in Jersey city and doing 
business in New York. Bennett v. Cook, iii, 254 
computation of time of suspension of right to 
sue by state statute. Braun v. Sauerwein, 





iii, 288 
absence from state. B tt v. Bassett....i, 398 
as to attorney's claims. 
when an attorney’s claim for services is bar- 
. Bathgate v. Haskin.............. ix, 192 
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Limitation of actions—continued. PAGE. 
when statute begins to run against claim for 
services and costs of suit. Mygatt v. Wil- 


cox (with notes)............. .vi, 258; iv, 15 
action against client for services. Bruyn v. 
COMBIOGE . 0... cciccccccccccscccccoescese i, 493 


operation of statute in various cases. 
when statute runs on installments of interest 
on municipal bonds; lex fori. Amy v. 
NOIR, «0: Bi sccoixevnsen. aajguemed xix, 317 
limitation of actions on tax certificates not 
interrupted by town holding certificate. 


Eaton v. Manitowoc................- xviii, 274 
statute not applicable to lien of judgment 
creditor. Pratt v. Pratt............. xvii, 352 
operation of bank notes of insolvent bank. 
State v. Tennessee Bank.............. xv, 168 
on money collected by attorney. Morgan v. 
EE eabe Eh ad obi knee wisi cd adipsia xv, 147 
against purchaser at sale by assignee in bank- 
ruptcy. Blackwell v. Claywell........ xv, 437 
operation on contract arising from implica. 
tion of law. Wickersham v. Lee...... xv, 412 
effect of bankruptcy on running of statute. 
NN OR rte xii, 301 
on breach of implied warranty of chattel sold. 
Perkins v. Whelan .. ...........0.0- xii, 98 
extension of time allowed married women, 
I T. TIB oak svcccvcccisarecss viii, 284 
mutual accounts; private accounts kept by 
one party. Lorillard v, Morgan....... vii, 124 
cause of action for fraudulent aapeaientatane, 
Northrop v. Hill.........---+0s-ese-00s , 269 
in actions for relief on ground of fraud. 
Be a er iii, 72 
on loan of money on call. Ware v. Hewey, 
li, 461 
mutual accounts. Webster v. Byrnes..... ii, 419 
debt accrued at adoption of code. (N. Y.) 
eT | eT eT re eee Ty ii, 356 
waiver. 
agreement to waive statute. Hoffman v. 
Fisher (with notes)............seee0e. xii, 259 
Quick v. COplhes.... .ccccescccsscccoece xvi, 104 
party not estopped by promise not to set up 
statute. Sharpley v. Abbott...iii, 192; ii, 71 
effect of war. 
operation in rebel states during war. Ahnert 
i iteikss aisig:0nah betas denceasads xv, 14 
suspension by war of rebellion. Ross v. 
OROR is wens wi cies eccscccceccicsecsesees xi, 236 
Ns cekias auciednesued vii, 159 
Coleman v. Holmes............-. vi, 82; v, 77 
computing time of absence in military service 
under act of 1862. (N. Y.) Stone v. Flower, 
vi, 187 
absence in military service. Gregg v. Mat. 
WOOT. 6), 0906, 0:00 600100060100 s00:5008006e,00 ii, 117 
Sraud ; negligence ; cases of trust. 
fraudulent concealment avoiding effect of 
statute. Stevenson v. Robinson..... xviii, 138 
obtaining surrender of note by fraud ; statute , 
runs from time of discovery. Penobscot 
is Wy Fe a deccccicccse xvii, 453; xv, 128 
borrower of trust moneys cannot set up. 
Merriman v. Cannovan......... ..... xvi, 54 
application to interest on trust where enforce- 
ment by beneficiary long delayed. Thomp- 
son Vv. WN so oid cicsicne océesicinas xvi, 106 
as between trustee and cestui. ere v. 
WI souscheeds dnanacasongeceks che 136 
diligence in discovery of wrongful act. Bing! 
E. Com. v. Northeast R. R............ 312 
case taken out of statute b by. conduct of debtor 
misleading creditor. ickersham v. Lee, on 


Xv, 
New York statute in cases of trust’s fraud. 
Clarke v. Boorman’s Executors. ....... x, 108 





Limitation of actions—continued. PAGE. 
operation of statute on trustee of equity of 
redemption who purchases for himself at 
foreclosure sale. (N. Y.) Hubbell v. Med- 
bury ix, 
when statute begins to run. 
running of statute by usage from first of 
January succeeding sale of 8 on open 
account. Hendricks v. Robinson (in full), xx, 
when it begins to run on note where holder 
has an option as to its becoming due. 
Walters v. McBee....... «2.62. ee eee xix, 
new action begun within year of reversal of 
former suit. (N. Y.) Wooster v. Forty- 
second Street R. R xvii, 109 
when begins to run against judgment coun 
of grantor, Mulloy v. Paul......... xiv, 
question whether action brought in time to 
save statute, Appleman v. Michael...xiv, 378 
when statute runs from time of demand. 
Roberts v. Berdell...........0000s000- viii, 380 
operation of statute upon note on ae 
Wheeler v. Warner..... .........00.: 158 
detinue for converted chattel ; statute of jimi. 
tations runs from date of demand. Wil- 
kinson v. Verity (in full and remarked 
GBA cin cisenttcauersacicdaBes iv, 27, 32; iii, 
burden of proof; parol evidence as to time of 
action brought. Porter v. Kimball..... iii, 
runs from what time in action for money col- 
lected by sheriff. White v. Southland. .ii, 
when English statute begins torun, Pardo 
v. Bingh 
the six years’ limitation of actions for fraud 
dated from commission, not epeeeare 
(N. Y.) Foote v. Farrington were 
computation of time. Warren v. Slade. “sit 
time of beginning to run on bond. Ward’ ‘ 
CE, od 5:50:64 8 sn hha Hand etn teases 1 
payments taking debt out of statute ; joint debt. 
ors, ete. 
payment reviving debt by joint debtors ; 
ichigan act. Mvinzinger v. Mohr....xx, ’ 496 
firm debt taken out of statute by payment br 
one partner. Goodwin v. Parton 
part payment by joint maker. Miller v. 
WEEIGS.. 6500s anp nce ddcdussewssbsinn sects xix, 
bar not removed by indorsement of payments 
on note. without other proof. Clough v. 
McDaniel xix, 318 
statute of limitation runs as to surety in spite 
of part payment by principal debtor. Steele 
v. Souder (with a rrr xix, 43 
promise by one joint debtor to pay his share. 
WONG WENO iiipcasc dks 6ceeenas xix, 380 
indorsement of part payment on joint note 
does not remove bar of statute without fur- 
ther evidence. Clark v. Bonn (with notes), 


11 


471 


75 


ee ee 


811 
181 


462 


ee ee 


xix, 
what is sufficient to take debt out of statute. 
Kincaid v. Archibald . 
promise by one partner after dissolution. 
ee RP rem xvii, 315 
effect of right againt copromisor becoming 
barred. Hapgood v. Watson.......... xv, 128 
part payment. Benjamin v. Webster ...xv, 128 
payment by note of third party ; effect of 
my ~ Uy payments by third os —"y 
Ms od serindawaincwe ss sacanes cipal 
cagitestion to partnerships. 
socket Co 
renewal of firm note by ~—— by ove part- 
ner after dissolution. Merritt v. Day..xii, 172 
operation where payment is made on one of 
separate sums secured by single bond. Ash- 
lin v. Lee (with notes)..............4.- xi, 151 
what payment will take out of statute. Mil- 


DOE H.R ib ho sdccce sdcacescosasiaa a 





168 CASE-INDEX. 


Limitation of actions — continued. PAGE. 
part payment ; effect of payments on note of 





Liquors — continued. PAGE. 


power of legislature ; local option, ete. 


third person given by debtor. 
Fairley 
pevmenta b nt taking case out of statute. 
Utica F. nk v. Ballou vi, 432 
interest paid by compulsion of law not suffi- 
cient. Morgan v. Rowlands......... -.-Vi, 212 
partia) payments on note by administratrix 
from her own funds. Heath v. Grenell..v, 269 
payment by general agent of administratrix 
with her funds and without her knowledge. 
Heath v. Grinnell v; 
offer to pay part of debt. Batchelder v. 
helder iii, 
La ey by one partner on joint notes. Bis- 
ams 
part payments indorsed on note; Towa act. 
Parsons v. Ca rer % 


edgments pr 
admission reviving debt ia Towa act. Bay- 
liss v. Street...... Che vecsscesdacdoe sey xx, 376 
what amounts to new rr Fiske v. Hib- 
bard xx, 76 
xvi, 225; xv, 234 
Chasemore Wy UNE cccaciecscodseen ‘xiii, 64 
what is such an acknowledgment as to take 
debt out of statute. Meyerhoff v. Froeh- 
lich (with notes) 
Skeet v. Lindsa 
Chasemore v. ee 
Chambers v, Rubey........ pcgee’’s J. a 
Fisk v. Mitchell Ktetesgeeeceesed iii, 397 


Brayton v. Rockwell 
conditional promise. Meyerhoff v. Froeh- 
lich xviii, 
acknowledgment to husband of deceased 
owner of note. Keely v. Wright ....xvii, 
promise not sufficient if made to stranger. 
M’Kinney v. Snyder (with notes). . .xii, 98, 
em ees new promises, Currier = 


435 
99 
64 


right of action on original note, where suvtved 
y new promise, usenbury v. Hoyt . .ix, 
effect of admissions by co-maker of note. 
Beardsley v. Hall 
question whether letters were sufficient to 
take debt out of statute. River St. Co., 
conditional promise by debtor. Batchelder v. 
Batchelder ii 
new promise ; absence. Browning v. Tucker, 
iii, 
admissions made on Sunday. Beardsley v. 
Hall iii, 
the new promise as the bases of action. 
Chabot v. Tucker.......... ove ebeneded iii, 378 


practice ; miscellaneous. 


delivery of summons to sheriff to save bar of 
statute; effect of amending summons. 
Shaw v. Cock -xx, 393 
continuing action against personal representa 
tive where defendant dies before service 
completed, and new action would be barred. 
. Palmer v. Ensign — 
ng in “4 after expiration of peri 
whens ae | is eommnenael before. PBrad- 
ford v. AMGrewS. ........006 eecees eee iii, 340 
amending summons and complaint after expi- 
ration of time of limitation. Sands v. 
Burt’s exec’rs........... pc bbsee does see i, 124 


899 


Liquors, 


connected topics: Wlegal contracts ; conflict 
or laws ; constitutional law ; nuisances, 





law making sale of liquor in particular county 
~ A pcm: held valid. State v. Joy- 
xx, 416 
constitutionality of state prohibitory laws as 
ainst chartered corporation. Boston Beer 
o. v. Commonwealth (in full) 
state act prohibiting sales without exception 
of importers, nevertheless valid as to other 
rsons. State v. Amery (with notes), xvii, 319 
delegating legislative powers; giving option 
to village as to sale of liquor. ee 
ville v. Howell 264 
local option laws. Fell v. State (with note 
xiii, 
validity of Michigan liquor-tax law. Young- 
blood v. Sextos (in fall) 1 
invalidity of local option laws, 
parte (in full), x, 284; (remarked on).. 
validity of local option iaw of Massachusetts. 
Commonwealth v. Bennett 
right of states to regulate sale of intoxicating 
liquors. Bartemeyer v. State ence 


on 
power of legislature to regulate traffic. Stat 
v. Ludington ii 
local option laws. State v. Weir (with sunenh. 


viii, 
conflict of laws. 
sale of liquor in one state to be delivered in 
another. Keiwert v. Meyer (in full), xx, 
50; (with notes) ix, 123 
sale to party in another state ; delivery on 
steamer, Schlesinger v. Stratton iii, 395 
seller in another state aiding violation of law 
of this state. Aiken v. Blaisdell 
agreement of purchase part] y made in other 
states; law governing. Backman v. Jenks, i, 
what is intovicating liquor. 
lager beermalt liquor. State v.Campbell, xviii, 
what is malt liquor under Maine act, a ques- 
tion for jury. State v. Starr 
lager beer presumed to be malt liquor. 
v. Goyette 
German "dae: whether a spirituous liquor. 
People v. Schwab ..... ene pevnecaanes xi, 181 
civil damage laws. 
defendant not liable for damages not caused 
by him. Huggins v. Kavanaugh xx, 
recovery for loss of support where death has 
resulted from intoxication. Roose v. Per- 
kins (with notes)........... ...e00e . Xx, 882 
Ohio act; injury to means of support; evi- 
dence. Kirchner v. Myers.... 
civil damages; evidence of previous settle- 
ment wit i plaintiff by other parties. Ennis 
™. Sherley 
—— of one keeper for killing of intoxi- 
customer by railroad train. Schroe- 
der v. Crawford (with notes) 
— under New York act. 
nolds; Mead v. Stratton; ——, > 
Color 8. Co. (in full) 
proof of illegal sale; rule as to weenunhis 
doubt. (Ohio.) Lyon v. Fleahmann (with 
notes xix, 128; xviii, 877 
liquor dealer must know the law, and whether 
customers belong to prohibited classes. 
Dudley v. Sauthine xix, 162 
actual loss of support must be proved in 
action by parent or wife. Volans v. Owens 
(remarked on), xviii, 381; (in full), Id. 394 ; 


xv, 

the New York civil damage law constitu. 

tional. Bertholf v. O’Reil KR pereag eK ri) SD aoe 
xviii, 


$1: (in full) I 


123 
897 


Stat e 


515 


56 
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Liquors — continued, 





AGE. 

action for shooting by one made drunk by 
liquor bought’ of defendant, King v. 
SN Rites ond ca. <o-4e ane ip -xviii, 316 

damages for death of husband caused. by in- 
toxication, not recoverable under Ohio act. 


Davis v. Justice (with notes)...... -+-XViii, 23 
what injury to wife actionable under Iowa 
act; exemplary damages. Calloway v. 
ECT T SE SET Tees: xvii, 314 
action for death of drunken husband by train 
of cars, Indiana act. Collier v. Earley, xv, 373 
husband quarreling ae shot by third — 
Schmidt v. Mitchell................... v, 301 
Indiana act constitutional. ‘Schafer v. Smith’ 
xv, 287 
different saloon proprietors not liable to joint 
action. (lowa.) La France v. Krayer — 
Mints cha beh sos edna chubeis a2 , 199 
validity of N. Y. civil damage act of 1973. 
Baker v. Pope (with notes)............. mu, 8 
exemplary damages ; mental suffering, lli- 
nois act. Freese v. Tripp (remarked on), x, 84 
proof as to cause of death................ 36 
accident to drunken man. Krach v. Heil. 
man (With notes)........seeeereeeece xv, 199 
liability of seller where sales by other per- 
sons contributed to injury. Boyd v. Watt 
(with NOLES)... 02.01 eesserescceee xiv, 223, 282 
cases arising under New York act. Smith v. 
Reynolds ; Franklin v. Schemerhorn (with 
SGGS cine aawequndscocdsanene (bse xiv, 255 
GTN, 955 550.4 0455 00 9h0650 50s eee5es xiv, 332 
action by widow in New York. Jackson v. 
Brookins (with notes).........-.-... xiii, 204 
recovery by wife for indignities offered her 
by drunken husband. Peterson v. Knoble, 
xi, 95 


‘means of support;” Ohio act interpreted. 
Schneider v. Hosier (remarked on), vii, 355 
(in full), viii, 185 
excise laws construed, 
construction of New York city excise laws. 
People v. Morrison. ............ssee0e- xx, 293 
selling liquor to intoxicated person, not pun- 
ishable criminally under New York excise 


act. People v. Hislop........ ....3.- 74 
jurisdiction of police justice at special ses. 
sions (N. Y ), under excise law. eer” v. 
Bach cto dnhens ist5hp +a60-4-sebeesee xix, 400 
druggist not to sell uncompounded spirits in 
New Hampshire. State v. Shaw.. ... xix, 37 
action for penalty under act forbidding sales 
to minors. St, Goddard v. Burnham (with 
Is on 0id 4bsbins 4s bike cass <a uahne Xviii, 282 
licenses under N. Y act. Pe ople v. Hartman, 
xvi, 53 
licenses to sell liquor to be drank on prem- 
ises; N.Y. excise law. People v. Smith 
(with notes and in full)....... Xv, 282, 20, 502 
contracts not within provisions of Michigan 
liquor law. Roethke v. Brewing Co...xiii, 183 
clubs within excise law as retail dealers. 
United States v. Wittig.............. xiii, 240 
retrospective operation of English wine and 
beer amendment act. Queen v. Vine..xii, 12 


appointment of commissioners under New 
York excise law. People v. Gates xi, 
sentence under New York act of 1857. Foote 
v. People 
sale during prohibited hours under English 
licensing act ; exception of bona fide travel- 
ers. Roberts v. Humphreys 
summary abatement of liquor nuisance under 
city ener 5 rights of owner. Darst v. 
People 


12 


148 


ee ee ee 


Liquors — continued. 
New York acts. Ontario Board v. oarae - 
MUN cascathectsos npsresnsceceds 

miscellaneous, 

prosecution barred by former acquittal on 


charge covering part of same time. Com- 
monwealth v. Robinson ........ ..... xix, 318 
what knowledge on part of seller makes sale 
invalid. Frank v.O’Neil .......... xix, 319 
when intent is essential to offense. Farrell v. 
REA seer rogirrrr re He xvii, 392 
invalidity of note given in pursuance of 
illegal sale. Glass v. Alt............. xv, 270 


fact of payee being engaged in liquor busi- 
ness not constructive notice to indorsee of 


note. Bottomley v. Goldsmith..... ... 
compelling prosecution to elect between = 
fenses. Stockwell v. State............ 
indictment for selling lager on Sunday. (N. Y3 
Raw v. People ....... ...... xii, 377; xiii, 439 
description of premises in search warrant. 
Flaherty v. Longley..........++ ++++++ xi, 


sale of liquor to minors; knowledge of de- 


condition against manufacture or sale of ‘liq- 
uors on granted premises. Plumb v. 
BU. -ccaad. aces geisidess shepeese aed ii, 
requisites of indictment for nuisance under 
owa act State v. Freeman 
to whom license is a protection. 
Commissioners v. Dougherty..... 
Lis pendens; see record and registration. 
Lobbying ; see illegal contracts. 
Local improvements; see municipal corporations. 
Logs; see water and water-courses ; navigable 
waters ; conversion. 
Lost property, 
connected topic : larceny. 
title of finder of bank note good against eve 
one but owner. Tancil v. Seaton (wit 
SU S46, bem Kbewasaeaet cared xvi, 3; xv, 5 
rights of finder of lost property. Durfee v 


first finder’s title. Lawrence v. Buck . 
remedy of owner appearing after judgment 
for finder in action against third person re- 


fusing to deliver. N Y.& H.R. Rv 
Mite. . 52. vo itdl dea bar neteccoeateines x, 882 
Lotteries, 
illegal lotteries; recovery by purchaser of 
ticket under New York act. Grover v. 
MD os oda hakous-s5, dang scones 
“ playing policy ” violation of New York act. 
Wilkinson v. Gill ...............-6- 
state legislation impairing grant of privilege. 
State v. Miller(in full) ............ 
action to recover money paid in part form: 
ance of lottery contract. Hooker v. De Palos 
Cee MOONEE 6 o's Se'cncctscéee se hsnre xvi, 
the Kentucky lottery statute construed. — 
Ve Po oc stds an-40s kaekhennesutae 
prize candy packages held a lottery. Hall v. 
WAGED Si ciccsn es coctpocosps bans xi, 
sale of prize — of candy. Hull v. 
Raggles ... .ccccccccces coccccccec Willy 
Lumber; see logs. 


Mails ; see post-office ; letters. 

Maintenance; see champerty ; attorneys; dis- 
seizin. 

Malice ; see libel and slander ; malicious prosecu- 
tion ; false imprisonment ; animals; criminal 
law, ete. 

Malicious prosecution, 

connected topics: malice ; 
actual malice necessary. Eberly v. 
action against bank for wron 

question of authority of 


intent ; arrest. 
upp, x: xx, 

ul arrest 
manager. 





powers new and old boards of excise under 


22 








169 






PAGE, 
, 275 


xv, 270 


fendant must appear. Perry v. Edwards, iii, 215 


SN GR: THEN) ...6.000' 4a6<ktd ger saces xvi, 368 
-xi, 128 


xviii, 217 
xviii, 118 
xvii, 245 
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Malicious prosecution — continued. PAGE. 
pet South Wales Bank v. Owston } og 
MRSC Ads con ccccecescteccnsioscongng 
requisites of plaintiff's case. Potter v. Cas. 
terline (with notes).... .............. xix, 467 


failure of suit no evidence of want of cause 
or malice. Stewart v. Sonneborn (in full), 


xix, 89 

probable cause; advice of counsel. Sutton 
ee ere xix, 340 
advice of counsel. Horn v. Sullivan....xvi, 53 


whether a nol. pros. will sustain action for 
malicious prosecution. Moulton v. Beecher 


PRP rer xiii, 155 
— of corporations. Coulter v. Dublin 

B. R. R. (with notes)............... xiii, 34 

faith asa defense, Farman v. Feily, xi, 66 
a of larceny afterward withdrawn. 

Van rhis v. Leonard.............. viii, 220 
action for causing plaintiff to be indicted for 

forgery. Dennis v. Ryan............. vii, 157 
action founded on prosecution terminated by 

nol. pros. Brown v. Randall....... --V. 415 


action for, against railway company; reasona- 
ble cause, etc. Henderson v. Midland R. 


chwasleh 6o thet aba ORR HOkRE? chneneed iv, 176 
measure of “damage sustained in defense of 
suit. Closson v. Staples.............. iii, 189 
punitive damages. Reno v. Wilson...... i, 141 
definitions of probable cause and malice. 
Scott v. Sheelor............eeeeeeee «xvi, 245 
Graitee v. Williams.................-. xv, 452 
Lawyer v. Loomis....... }.00@0 660s cenes x, 14 
SS LELLEETELAETEOOT viii, 393 
Shaul v. Brown....... ...+..0.- eeeeses v, 415 
Levy v. Brannan... .......eeeeeee reese iii, 378 
Brown v. Randall......... rrrees 
Connelly v. McDermott..............+. iii, 90 
Sherwood v. Reed....... ek Chien meee ii, 154 
aga dk cea anchne-seoeaes ii, 138 
Shaffer v. Loucks................0e000. ii, 521 
COED Ge MOT. 6.0 ccccccccccccscscecse ii, 33 
ccs 6600 s0%iteersacnnde i, 217 
EE Ws I gn ncincceccéscecscesece i, 22 
Malpractice ; see physicians 
Mandamus, 
connected topics : judges and courts ; office 
and officers ; certiorari ; governor, ‘ete. 
not proper remedy to correct judicial errors. 
Py OP ING. oa. 65.6 msc 0c0s0eesseece xx, 474 
not the remedy for abuse of power by city 
council in designating newspapers for 
official publications. People v. Troy (in 
AA GnERhsOds acemistanstansnbenas xx, 269 
office of the writ; its use to compel judge to 
sign exceptions. Page v. Clopton......xx, 234 
to compel payment of salary to police captain. 
People v Smith dane hoehakdgnats xx, 97 


what is seaper service of the writ on railroad 
company. State v. Penn. R. R. (with notes), 
xx, 

to test title to office. People v. Ferris. . xix, 
mode of directing mandamus against city. 
County Comm’rs v. Lellew............ xix, 241 


43 
337 


not proper to set aside injunction by federal 
circuit court on suit instate court. Schwab, 
Sin 66. ...s 5: ceathse 00 decccascees xix, 219 


not available to compel overseer of r to 
prosecute suit commenced by him. People 
Wa MOI ao 5.00 wsnnesedcecissevene xviii, 336 
mere contract obligations not enforceable by. 
State v. Rep. R. Br. Co.. .-xviii, 157 
to compel making of return by canal board, 
o purposes of appeal. People v. Canal 
_— Me Selah acain ters wemsenta ainda ees de xvii, 353 
~~ of lowest a to have cit 
eople v. Campbell........ xvii, 253 


Phe ento 
mite. 





Mandamus—continued. P 
to compel acceptance of offer of lowest bidder 

for public work. State v. Board of Educa- 

WN. inn5 65 ep eatensasanvabesbeeegss eet 


AGE. 


i, 278 


discretion of court as to peremptory or alter- 
native mandamus. People v. Wendell, xvi, 390 
refused to quash mandamus already issued 
for levy of tax. Flippin, re........... xv, 394 
to county board of supervisors to compel pay- 
ment of interest on bonds. People v. 
Greene Superv’rs....... ....-.se00-+- xiv, 100 
question of governor’s exemption. People v. 
Governor (with notes)......... ...... xiv, 
refusal to grant against goveruor. People v. 
en ee rrr ere ix, 423 
mus to ‘eon of state. Harpend- 
ing W. Haight. ....0...c0--ccccceccccess iii, 378 
not maintainable against de facto officer. 
Duane v. McDonald....... .........- xiii, 13 
to commissioner of patents. Hull v. Com- 
| Ree rey xii, 19 
to compel issue of execution against sureties. 
Sawyer, 62 parte! .....00-cecsssvce cece xi, 156 
not the remedy for dues from township for 
labor. State v. Union Township....... xi, 9 
to compel publication of session laws by 
supervisors, (N. Y.) People v. Sullivan C. 
ETRY 24. -pdnsle ac etemamenn nee bees x, 412 
on po wl of city comptroller to draw war- 
rants. People v. Havemeyer... ....... x, 330 
to highway commissioners ; ministerial acts. 
People v. Jefferds.............e.eeeeee- x, 330 
to determine title to office by compelling pay- 
ment of salary to rightful occupant. People 
Te BOO. 05. cececcnsecscesncesenenesanc 15 
mendumne to city auditor to allow claim; his 
duties as to audit. People v. Green, a 427 
iii, 286 
to supervisors to correct illegal onation 
People v. Otsego Superv’rs... ......+. viii, 93 
from federal circuit court to state court. 
Bath County v. Amy......... .....65; vi, 308 
duty of railroad to deliver grain consigned to 
elevator ; eae to compel delivery. 
People v. C. & A. i esc o shana he aise vi, 245 
to compel surrender me books and papers of 
corporation by usurping officers. Am. R. 
BK. GO, FW. FAVS cd occ ces-nccccccsons iii, 236 
to compel town officers to pay bounties. Peo- 
ple v. Martin. ............+.+: ii, 497 ; iii, 308 
to compel supervisors to allow claim. People 
v. Delaware C. Supervisors ........... ii, 496 
to enforce examination of affairs of corpora- 
tions. People v. State Ins. Co.......... > 373 
alternative writ of. People v. Chicago. ...ii, 254 
to compel mayor and assessors to hold porn 
Reg. v. Mayor of Monmouth............ i, 454 
to compel city to levy tax. State v. Milwau- 
DD icninauithstaddteagacneobeiese<tanes i, 278 
to compel trial court to settle bill of excep. 
tions. People v. Yates Co.Court.... ... i, 238 
when Msn People v. Ottawa ......... i, 


ae parent see homicide. 
; see stocks ; wager. 
- ~saee see insurance. 


L ‘ees of promise. 
II. marriage ; evidence ; validity ; restraint of 


marriage, ete. 

Ill. husband and wife ; rights and duties of hus- 
band ; mutual contracts and conveyances, 
and relations generally. 

IV. married women, righis and liabilities ; sepa- 
rate property ; rights of widows. 

connected topics: divorce; adultery; bigamy 
and polygamy; seduction; dower, curtesy, 
etc.; as to children, see that title. 
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Marriage—continued. 
I. breach of promise. 
action for breach of promise against represen- 
tatives of deceased promisor ; special dam- 


ages. Grubb’s Administrator v. Sult (with 
notes) Dae Welldiasseteebbedetentevees xx, 422 
British infants’ relief act applicable to actions 
for breach of promise to marry. Coxhead 
WT 6 os. csonoteuscadetevencus xix, 58, 222 
survival of cause of action. Price v. Price, xix, 176 
breach of promise by one disqualified by im- 
potency not actionable. Gulick v. Gulick, 
xix, 487 
promise to marry when divorce from present 
wife obtained, void. Noice v. Brown. .xvi, 103 
defendant cannot set up his marriage at time 
of promise. Stevenson v. Pettis = 


MOLES) «. 1.6... sees esse ence eeee enone 403 
proving that plaintiff was unchaste (with 
WOMEN 6650 ceva ddetcescstsced seacdaa xi, 407 
evidence in aggravation of damages. ee 
v. Clark (with notes) ...........eceee0. x, 295 


promise to marry good consideration for note 
given intended wife. Banfield v. Rumsey, x, 253 


implying promise from contract. Homan v. 
Cer eer et Cee ix, 80 

burden of proof where defendant sets up 
matter in avoidance. Hook v. George.. 14 


right of action forthwith for breach ‘of 
promise to marry at certaintime. Holloway 
v. Griffith (with notes) ............ vii, 23, 202 
continuance of married relations by wife dis- 
covering existing marriage of husband. 
Coover v. Davenport (with notes)...... iii, 412 
immediate action for breach of promise to 
marry at future day. Frost v. Knight (with 


notes) ..iii, 114, 187; v, 152; (in full), iii, 133 
v, 235 
Bentes v. Thompson........++++-+++++++ i, 338 


putting letters in evidence; destruction of 

part of correspondence. Stone v. Sanborn, 
vi, 438 

measure of evidence necessary to make out 

breach of promise. Broughton v. Smart 


GOMNONOE OM). ooss cic cdeids cds cee vi, 224 
seduction as aggravation. Sauer v. Schulen- 

MES iis coca ase nesévtsges sl bceseats v, 251 
exemplary damages for breach of promise. 

Dryden v. Knowles... .......+.-++0e8: iv, 381 


measure of damages where defendant was 
married at time of promise. Humphrey v. 
SE rr rrr ere iv, 208 

validity of note given by man to woman in 
consideration of her promise to marry him; 
effect of marriage on her right to sue. 


Wright’ v. Wright. ......cccc00 cocccses iv, 160 
tensile of time of engagement as an element 
of evidence. Grant v. Willey..... .... iii, 235 


evidence ; relations of parties; wealth of de- 
fendant; unchastity. Sprague v. Craig, ii, 234 
enhancing damages by proof of motive; use 
of pleadings for that —_— Thorn y. 
BD. oes cessive ss ccsee obs snebete ii, 49 


PP 
when right of action accrues. McMurray v. 
PD oo oSac as cies ios Wess asicase i, 102 
survival of action. Hovey v. Page........ i, 40 


Il. marriage ; evidence ; validity ; restraint of 
marriage, etc. 

when reputation is not sufficient to authorize 

presumption of marriage. Jones v. Jones 


SRM: 6d dnc ddebick.cocsacseue eae xx, 288 
irregular Scotch marriage. Lawford v 

OMTGB Sn 5 os a5. voce cecccssecessesesos xx, 159 
void marriage confers no rights. Drummond 

Fi PO aici canes. seed edsesaeieweinn xx, 376 


proof of cohabitation to show marriage where 
collateral to subject of suit. Lawrence R. 
Be Wan cceics Ciaiscesacssess xx, 837 











Marriage—continued. PAGE. 


validity of common-law marriages. (Mich.) 
Meister v. Moore .......... «1+ «. xviii, 97 

proof of marriage by general Yeputation, etc, 
Proctor v. Bigelow (with notes), xvii, 278; 


| ee ere ror Pee 
hearsay evidence of marriage, Chamberlain 
V. MCMRUNOM S650 665 Sg bh 60:03" Se 0 59 xvii, 133 


consanguinity ; law of domicile. Sottomajor 
Vv. De Barros (in full), xvi, 469; xx, 450; 
CWE MONEE) «6 6.50 50:6 .54< 200d B¥e Have xvi, 94 
mutual agreement acted upon is sufficient in 
Minnesota without formal ceremony. a 


v. Worthingham............+.+....+. 15 
presumption of marriage in Scotland. Me 
Thoren v. Att.-Gen... .. ...- .ce.eeee xv, 30 


validity of foreign marriage of parties coming 
here to live though unlawful here. — 
CBs 6 bs. Se asls ptdeiee as tend48ey v, 373 
marriage of parties going abroad to evade 
home laws, void. State v. Kennedy...xv, 378 
proving foreign marriage — auansinge 
certificate. Hutchins v. Kimmell (with 
MOLE) ...-. eee es wees coerce e cee cens xi, 135 
marriage by mere mutual agreement. —_ 
ard v. Brehm (remarked on)........... , 136 
presumption from cohabitation, Yardley’s - 
BORN Ss-83 is 6 deb GUNS es and ERe ix, 164; xi, 240 
insufficient certificate. Dunn v. Kingdom, 
viii, 317 
marriage certificate excluded as irregular in 
form. Fuller v. Petit........ ....... vii, 170 
marriage not invalidated by false representa- 
tions as to fortune and character of suitor. 


Wier v. Still (remarked on)............ vi, 318 
marriage outside of state, when treated as do- 
mestic marriage. Glenn v. Glenn...... vi, 188 


presumption of marriage; rule different ac- 


cording to nature of action. Burns v. 
MI: 4... cdsigtgcma Saale dats «thee cg hd vi, 385 
marriage contracted ‘through fear of impris- 
onment, Williams v. State............ v, 78 
proof by repute, etc.; Scotch marriage. Hill 
| Te Tet ee iv, 284 


question of validity of foreign marriage con- 
tract in England. Melbourn, ez parte. .iii, 154 


inference of, from circumstances. (Penn ) 
Lehigh R. R. v. Hall...... bod Faewreesy ii, 174 

mock marriage before justice. McClurg - 
go RP ee er eee Tee 

what constitutes valid marriage in New York. 
Van Tuyl v. Van Tuyl................. i, 379 


restraint of marriage. 
validity of devise to daughter with proviso 
that she remained uumarried. Jones v. 
Jones (with NOLES) .....222+ wees xiii, 109, 418 
devise restraining marriage of widower. 
Allen v. Jackson (with notes), xiii, 141; xii, 67 


conditions in restraint of marriage. llairs 

v. Bellairs (with notes)................. x, 157 
limitation over on marrying again. Pick well 

WV. BPOMOOR. 6 oc ccidedicssdsocscuse eeodiac v, 
conditions in restraint of marriage. Dennis 

v. Pettibone (with notes).......... iii, 406, 150 


condition of gift to minor that marriage shall 
be with consent. Stephenson’s trusts. ..ii, 194 
condition in deed to husband and wife that 
she should continue to live with him. Smith 


mized marriages. 
indictment of white person and negro inter- 
marrying. Green v. State (in full)....xix, 451 
invalidity of mixed marriage prohibited by 
law of Virginia, when contracted in District 
of Columbia by Virginia residents. Kinne 


v. Commonwealth (in full) ..... -+.--Xviii, 881 
marriage of whites and negroes; Texas 
statute. State v. Webb........ ..... xvi, 15 
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Marriage—continued. PAGE. 
miscegenation laws not affected by federal 


ee or civil rights bill. State Z 
284 


Ill. Rusdond and wife ; rights and duties of aes. 
band ; mutual contraets and conveyances, 
P _— ralations generally. 
nd’s rights in wife's 
husband of pA og aan thes father not 
entitled to share in his estate. (Ohio.) Lane 
v. McKinstry 
interest of husband in property of wife by 
virtue of indebtedness before marriage. 
Rohrback v, Etna Ins. Co viii, 350 
husband not next of kin of wife under acts 
giving compensation for death from negli- 
i (N. Y.) Drake v. Gilmore... . viii, 
right of husband to wife’s property where 
married in England; rights of husband’s 
creditors. Stokes v. Macken vi, 
to whom personalty of wife goes at her death 
in New York. Barnes v. Underwood (re- 
marked on), iii, 375; iv, 115, 131, 147, 179; vi, 
effect of law of new domicile on husband's 
right to wife’s property. Mason v. —— 
94 
vesting of wife’s personalty in husband s 
foreign marriage. Dubois v. Jackson....i, 143 
es necessaries ; wife's debts. 
iability of husband for necessaries. Thorne 
v. Kathan.. xx, 497 
liability for ante nuptial debts contracted 
abroad. (En ) DeGrenchy v. Wills. .xx, 476 
husband primarily liable for wife’s funeral 
expenses. Darmody’s estate (with notes), 
xix, 
breach of bond to ~~ = wife and family 
= under New rk act. People v. 
ettit.... ii 
liability for wife's necessaries. 
Shapleigh 
agreement by husband to make payment to 
trustee, in case he got drunk or misused his 
wife. Phillips v. Myers (with notes). .xvi, 
when husband not liable for necessaries - 
nished wife. Catlin v. Martin , 432 
liability of husband for expenses of wife 
living apart. Beale v. Arabin xv, 397 
former husband not liable to divorced wife 
for assault during coverture. Phillips v. 
Barnett (with notes), xiii, 188 ; (in full). Id. 291 
wife’s pew rent not necessaries. St. John's 
Parish v. Bronson (with notes), xii, 371; xi, 47 
for wife’s board in her father’s 
228 
67 


35 


296 


189 


142 


liabilit 
family. 
ee tosupport wife ; evidence. — 
itchell : 
liability of surety for" payment by bashend 
of weekly sum for wife, during their joint 
lives ; subsequent divorce. Grant v. — 


Burkett v. Trowbridge 


, 852 
refusing to support wife; evidence. (N. Y} 
Lichtenstein, re 15 
French judgment in favorof husband against 
father of deceased wife for support not en- 
ae here. Brimont case (remarked 


on) 
action against husband for money loaned wife. 
Franklin v. Foster iv, 268 ; iii, 
implied authority of wife as to necessaries. 
Phillipson v. Hay iii, 
ratification of unauthorized indorsement of 
wife. Orleans Bank v. Fassett... ... ii, 
proceedings against husband as disorderly 
aig for threatening to abandon wife. 
k, matter of 
wife’s authority to pledge credit of lunatic 


415 
17 
113 


i, 276 
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PAGE, 


husband for necessaries. Richardson v. 


beating or slapping wife unlawful. 7 
monwealth v. McAfee (remarked on).. 6 
right of husband to whip wife in North raed 
ina, State v. Rhodes (remarked on)... vi, 223 
effect of absence or desertion. 
authority of separated wife to pledge hus- 
band’s credit. Eastland v. Burchell, xviii, 286 
right of wife of New York convict imprisoned 
for life to be regarded as widow elsewhere. 
(Remarked on) 
extent of wife’s authority to dispose of ab- 
sconding husband’s property. Butts = 
Newton vii 
necessaries furnished wife in husband's ab. 
sence. Creeney v. Nooney 
wife liable for buying and using stolen asnie 
in husband’s absence. Heckle v. Lurvey, v, 140 
right of deserted wife to recover for servicss 
of minor child. Osborn v. Nelson, iii,374; iv, 160 
domicile of wife not affected by husband’s de- 
sertion. Cox v. Cox iii, 118 
right of wife in iusband’s absence to make 
reement with his mortgagee. Hart v. 
oung 103 
restitution of conjugal rights ; court cannot 
order service outside of jurisdiction, (Eng.) 
Firebrace v. Firebrace XViii, 
contracts and conveyances between husband and 
wife. 
B to contract with and sue husband un- 
der Nebraska act. May v. M 
compelling husband to p> ar to wife. Lyon 
ey ee, Seer ee ere Se 
on given by husband to wife for money bor- 
rowed valid, and action lies after divorce 
avinculo. Webster v, Webster 
loan by wife to husband prior to act of 1848 
.); repayment by husband just before 
insolvency. Woodworth v. Sweet. ...vii, 409 
action at law maintainable . wife to recover 
her real estate withheld by husband. 
Wibnhow VW. BEEP. ooo cece. ve ccstcssccns iv, 317 
right of wife to purchase from husband. (N. 
y) Salter v. Sutherland iv, 252 
conveyances by wife to husband. 
equitable relief to wife transferring property 
to husband on false assurances. 
Montagnie 
conveyance by wife to husband’s use; when 
not void. Darlington v, Darlington. . xviii, 
deed from wife directly to husband a cloud on 
title, though void. Brooks v. Kearns. . xvi, 
deed of wife to husband void in wee 
Kinnaman v. Pyle (with notes) .. a, 
conveyances by husband to wife. 
validity of assignment of cause of action from 
husband to wife as between parties. Sey- 
mour v. Fellows xx, 117 
title of wife by gift from husband ; evidence. 
Davis v. Zimmerman (in full) xix, 216 
enforcing in equity deed of land from husband 
to wife as against child complaining. 
Crooks v. Crooks xix, 422 
gifts from husband to wife as against his 
creditors. Spelman v. Aldrich xix, 202 
proof of marriage in action for dower; illicit 
cohabitation. Williams v. Williams. .xix, 361 
validity against creditors of ante-nuptial set- 
tlements. Herrick v. Wickham (with 
notes) 
marriage procured by fraud voidable only at 
election of defrauded party. Tompert’s 
Executors v. Tompert (with notes). ..xviii, 202 


130 


42 
v, 200 


358 


874 
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ante-nuptial settlement ; when widow may 
also clain additional provision in will. 
Se Ss TION, 5555 0 kn ce cen ened xviii, 377 
settlement by husband on wife when valid as 
against creditors. Jones v. Clifton ..xviii, 276 
post-nuptial settlement on ante-nuptial agree- 
ment ; when voluntary and impeachable. 
(Eng.) Trowell v. Shenton...... ... xvii, 453 
voluntary conveyance by husband to wife as 
against future creditors. Evans v. Lewis, 
xvii, 134 
ante-nuptial contracts. Mintier v. Mintier,xvi, 226 
Pierce v. Pierce ..xvi, 481 
gift by husband to wife; bank deposit. Ward, 


matter of (with notes) bad aic damn Aeaee xvi, 423 
gift by insolvent husband to wife. Pierce, re, P 
xv, 517 


bill to cancel deed conditionally made to wife 
to delay creditors, dismissed. Gage bas 
OR onic kid ocitiemdcmmodernsene ened , 498 
gift to wife in payment of equitable debt - 
inst creditors. Oliver v. Moore....xiv, 250 
settlements on wife; question of good faith. 


Lloyd v. Fulton..........+ sccsccoes xiii, 129 
question of fraud in _— by husband 
to wife. Holden v. Burnham......... xii, 377 


ft of personal property by third person to 
ote Y aon voidable by husband’s cred- 
itors ; conditional gifts. Riegel v. Wooley 
(with ake kid ess cwasersauceeonden xi, 231 
wife not estopped from claiming note as a 
gift by offering it to appraisers as part of 
husband’s estate. Sanford v. Sanford. .xi, 383 
deed of trust for wife, with power of appoint- 


ment given her. Green v. Green....... x, 413 
gift from husband to wife of notes deposited 
in bank. Shuttleworth v. Winter...... x, 186 


right of wife to sue husband on note given 

er by him in consideration of seer 

(N. ¥.) Wright v. Wright...........: , 342 
settlement in separation; death of wite 

trust not revocable. Luther v. Haile. -Viii, 267 
conveyance of land by husband to wife. 


(Conn.) Plumb v. PN ind sensionses viii, 396 
note given to wife by deceased husband. 

Whitaker v. Whitaker............... viii, 296 
at in equity from husband to wife. Reed 

Ph astlesd!) uikeamibesmin cma viii, 330 


dagieettion of deeds and reconveyance by 

husband of land previously coaveye® to 

wife through third party. Corey v. White, 
viii, 252 

ante-nuptial contract constituting husband 

trustee of wife’s estate ; rights of bona fide 

“ser? Dillaye v. Whitehall Com. 


chattels bought by husband as presents for 
wife, and kept in house jointly occupied by 
them. Reed v. Gannon..............- vii, 
conveyance of chattels by husband to wife’ 3 
trustee under articles of separation ; liabil- 
ity for unknown lien. Reed v. Gannon, vii, 330 
setting aside fraudulent conveyance to wife 


in favor of judgment creditor. Pendleton 

Ws TAMBOR 0.62. 006s o 0000066008 20sec vii, 266 
payment by husband into wife’s bank ac- 

count. Lloyd v. Pughe............... vii, 15 


separation settlement on wife made void as to 
creditors by parties coming together. Smith 
WM 566-065 Sbepbcnes Korecud coed vi, 277 

conveyance to wife on purchase by husband; 


husband’s interest on death of wife. Cur. 

en eee ry ore ee vi, 124 
gift of bount DA in town bonds to —_ 

Whiting v. Barrett.... .............+. 96 


validity in equity of deed of land from "oa 
bend to wife. Hunt v. Johnson, v, 384; iii, 215 





Marriage — continued. 
post-nuptial settlements; when presumed 
fraudulent. Briggs v. Mitchell.........v, 
post-nuptial settlement on wife and children; 
claim of creditors on bankruptcy of father. 
Kerrison’s rettlement....... ........ . iv, 
expenditures by husband on wife's real es- 
tate; right of creditors to object. Hamil- 
ton v. Douglass............ s+sesseeee iv, 
contracts in contemplation of marriage. (N. 
Y.) Wright ¢. Wright. ............+. iv, 
question whether devise in trust was in con- 
templation of marriage. Springer v. Arun- 
CO a6 nichmenemanenveda ~opned dou gas yee iii, 
settlement on wife. Antrim’s assignee v. 
i nds canted: deed a eared snacks iii 
validity of notes given to wife by husband 
for release of dower and services. Brooks 


pos* nuptial contract; change of domicile. 
De: Es PONG: 6 0:05 p:00 se 0056 50nd dined iii, 
abandonment by husband of right to wife’s 
property ; causing transfer of bank stock 
from maiden to married name. Mason v. 
Ry ere re renee iii, 
executed gifts from husband to wife. 
SAGER. OPPO... 01062 koncscicdeicardped ii, 
the words ‘‘sole use” in marriage settle- 
ment construed. Massay v. Rowen..... ii, 
covenants to settle after-acquired property. 


Dickinson v. Dellwyn...... ........ oo A, 5 


COREE FORGE ais. 9:0.0.0:40'00:5806.5000 oni i, 
assignment by husband afterward bankrupt 

in trust for wife advancing separate Prop. 

erty. Ashton v. Blackshaw............. 


conveyance of homestead by husband to vite’ 
i, 41 


Pike v. Miles.. 
joint conveyances and rights of action. 

mortgage of land owned by husband and wife 

for former’s debt; rights of wife in sur- 

lus on foreclosure. Erie Co. wr 4 

nk vy, 


eee ee ee ee 


ee ee er 


nature of tenancy by entirety ; abolished in Seu Led 


New York. eeker v. Wright (with 


PAGE, 


205 


158 
11 


394 
435 


190 


DR iacnce dbnsaoctaneiacnnxeanel xx, 203 


conveyance to husband and wife creates joint 
tenancy in Indiana. 
estates by entirety; sale on execution of hus- 
band’s interest. Beach v. Hollister (with 


WII « 5.5.0.0. 5 50-0 side Mts pide op nes? xi, 375, 
refusal of wife to join in deed; specific - 
formance. Burk’s appeal.............. xi, 


conveyance of husband’s interest alone under 
power Bat by husband and wife. er 


GOV TAG 5 505,406 6065600 6.550004 Obes 
conveyance by husband and wife to pn 
for wife; N. Y. acts. Davis v. Davis.. 


deed of husband and wife set aside for ye 
band’s unsoundness of mind; dower; taxes, 
etc., paid by tenant. Marvin v. Lewis. ..v, 
agreement by husband to sy suit 
brought jointly with wife. C. B. &Q. R. 
Dis Fi, OB oe stiersrendcswe ssa coped vy, 
setting aside fraudulent conveyance by hus- 
band and wife; evidence. Lormore me 


joint warranty deed by husband and wife : 
presumption as to title. Cox v. James, iv, 

tenancy in eommon created by judgment of 
partition vesting estate in husband and wife 


Benson, re....... xvi, 478 


402 
191 


v, 248 


1% 


415 


127 


jointly. (lowa.) ...... ss sseee oe ees 152 

joint liability for libel. Tait v. Culbertson, on 
i, 
injuries to wife through negligence; action 
by husband and wife. (Wis is) Ke Kavanagh 

V. SUMORUNIDs 6: 6.0:5:0:0.66 5s butensunn daw » 257 
actions by husband for wife's services and iis 

ries to wife. 
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= by husband for personal injuries to 
Cregin v. Brooklyn C. R. R...xviii, 474 
ry of husband to recover wife’s earnings. 
irkbeck v. Ackroyd... ..........+- xviii, 298 
action by husband for baggage lost while in 
charge of wife; —. for use of wife. 


Curtis v. Del. L. & W.R.R.......... xviii, 237 
action on covenants to wife barred by ne lect 

of husband to pay off incumbrances. id 

WePOOOs + 6o00 000 608s0 0 60ccc dies cces's xiv, 282 
recovering loss of wife’s services caused by 

defect. Hunt v. Winfield............. xi, 224 


action by husband for pean causing 
death of wife. (N. Y.) Phillips v. Wolf,viii, 346 
right of husband and children to appeal in 
case of condemnation of wife’s land for 
highway. (R.I.) Ross v. North Prov., viii, 265 
action for services of plaintiff's wife. Clark 
TEED Ga Fasskbadeceearssessesrese -vii, 171 
right of husband to sue for conversion of j jew- 
a tg 3 b . oy his wife. McCormick 
emm. ©. BR. BB. ... cc cccccccccccccce vii, 121 
action by Aah ob after separation for ser- 
vices to wife while living together. Per- 
kins v. Perkins. .......... 1.02 secsees vi, 168 
action by husband for death of wife by negli- 
gence; measure of damages. Penn. R. R. 


v. Goodman St ei buhi an eo kaebiee we 4 ii, 478 


action by former husband against quae Sy 
evidence ; mitigation. Rea v. Tucker. ..ii, 235 
action by husband against druggist selling 
laudanum for wife’s use as be 
BT WE IE, bo dp cdkicccccsvcccacedcacs ii, 52 
petition by wife for sanction of compromise 
- suit brought by husband. (Eng.) Wall 


v. Rogers 
husband and wife as witnesses for and against 
each other. 


husband a competent witness against wife in 
—— of her for assaulting him. 
hipp v. State (with notes), xix, 23; xviii, 317 
husband as witness in crim. con. action. Til. 
Sn WEED Gaidbcescceece soeacees xi, 95 
wife not qualified to testify for husband by 
Federal act of 1864. Lucas v. Brooks... x, 94 
when husband is competent to testify for 
wife. (N.Y.) Birdsell v. Patterson....vii, 409 
testimony as to communications with each 
other; N. Y. act; not ex post facto. South- 


wick v. Southwick....... ....... ses vii, 91 
wife of prisoner not competent witness for 
co-defendant. Queen v. Thompson..... vi, 290 
husband as a witness in action by wife for di- 
vorce. (N. Y.) Carey v. Carey...... v, 174, 182 
confidential communications. Jackson v. 
PL. wabeesicbsoredewcicd sxe eee eli, 475 


testimony of husband in supplementary pro- 
ceedings incompetent in action against wife. 
Y.) Pratt v. Johnson............. iii, 283 
declarations of husband when inadmissible 
against wife. (N. Y.) Gillespie v. Walker,ii, 52 
testimony of divorced wife in suit by husband 


against seducer. Rea v. Tucker........ ii, 235 
testimony of husband and wife against each 
other. State v. Briggs.................. i, 416 


IV. married women, rights and liabilities; sepa- 
rate property, etc. 


i as to separate estate. 

" damien wife’s estate in equity for debts con- 
tracted by her for benefit of estate. Dale 
Ws TRORIMBOR, 6 cc cccc cs cesccccesssces xx, 294 

married woman not liable to bankruptcy pro- 
cess in England for contract made after 
marriage, though having separate estate. 
Jones, et parte (with notes)........ ..2eXX, 263 

married woman assuming mortgage on 
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premises conveyed to her, liable thereon. 
Cushman v. Henry (in full)......... - xix, 
liability of wife for deficiency on foreclosure; 
necessity of express charge of separate 
estate. Life Assurance of America v. 
DNL CC RCtL coos se abd, eeGoseuone xix, 399 
wife liable on Feng od by her in another 
state, though not lawful in place of her 
domicile. Giiniten v. Pratt (in full)..xix, 311 
her estate not chargable with her subscription 
to stock, without special proof. Rice v. 
MaMNORE OO 2... oc a ccdccccsccccscsces. xix, 281 
enforcing at law liability of wife as surety in 
appeal bond. (N. Y.) Woolsey v. Brown, 
xviii, 59 
indorsement by wife on note charging sepa- 
rate estate not a mortgage. Third . Bank 
We agsvesecdecnbessedatecss 52 xvii, 511 
promise to repay advance designed for pur- 
chase of separate estate. Harrington v. 
Robertson ..... Sk onbeveebarsaceeaes xvii, 74 
rights of action ex “delicto not a part wife’s 
sole property. (Wis.) Gibson v Gibson, xvii, 38 
liability of married women for deficiency on 
foreclosure. Vrooman v. Turner (with 
cb odicdkcadessdceced -c6canens xvii, 240 
enforcement in ‘bankruptcy court of wife’ in- 
terest in furniture, etc. Pierce, re....xvi, 19 
conveyance to wife by stran ly presumption 
as to consideration. eig v. G. B., etc., 
MRUEE vactkdh gs i066. ocncuvtsenossees xvi, 395 
what is agreement to charge separate estate. 
Kisenlord v. Snyder ...............-- xvi, 334 
what is contract for benefit of separate estate; 
subsequent ~ lication of loan to another 


purpose. ey v. Cantrell.......... xvi, 223 
wife not bona L promise to pay for medical 
attendance, omas v. Passage ..... xv, 453 
security on Pn ne s bond. Gosman v. 
Gc keiacs sepedcundadcadienioss xv, 256 
doctrine of Yale v. Dederer adhered to. (N.Y. } 
xv, 186 


wife’s trustee should be party to suit in equity 
involving her interest. O’Hara v. McCon- 
"ge EEE EEE EE EE OO OEL Ee xiv, 444 
right of wife to hold separate estate in Penn- 
sylvania. Broat v. Broat (with notes). .xiv, 221 
wife mortgaging her land for husband’s debt 
not liable Se de ficiency. Payne v. Burnham 
(with notes) .... ....-seeeee eeeeeees xiii, 441 
presumptions as to charging separate estate ; 
notes. Metrop. Bank v. Tyler r (remarked 


UP cdbdldssisocséke b60h0640045050% - xiii, 241 
presumptions as to her note. Watkins N. 
SN WE I ic ccce beakce<eetcenae xiii, 


wife not liable to replevin suit without no- 
tice, to recover horses left on her farm by 
husband. Campbell v. Quackenbush. . xiii, 150 
note of wife for onanentnns debt of husband. 
Thompson v, Gray. .........ee.eee.eee xii, 62 
surety on wife’s note bound though note void 
ain hie cdscbncctcnec-scssece 65 
separate property of wife in District “of 
Columbia. Jackson v. Jackson........ xii, 379 
necessity of intention to charge separate 
estate being expressed in contract. — 
hattan B. & M. Co. v. Thompson....... 351 
—_ of wife against mortgagee of land held 
Cheny mortgagor for her benefit. Brown v. 
Chen 


GSERsse 00 eesdcnsces Bbeeesesaes xi, 256 
charge by parol on separate estate. Maxon v. 
GN ace diekaneteccsbaas cane esketsae x, 75 


money borrowed for wife’s separate use ; 
covenant by husband; attempt to apply 
against husband’s debt. Jones v. Cuthbert- 
MN SE Gh bb 6nd ceded oh ucnnpneseseecanake ix, 12 
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evidence that note given was for separate 
estate. Hallock v. DeMunn........... ix, 

presumption as to sole use in conveyances to 
wife; rights of husband to rents and profits. 


(Conn.) Hayt v. Parks ... ... .... viii, 396 
action on note against wife as feme sole ; alle. 
gations, Hier v. Staples.... ........ viii, 9 


action against married woman for s - rac per- 
formance of contract to purchase land. 
Hinckley v. Smith ... .....0...-s000 viii, 9 

note of wife void unless contracted with 
separate estate. Bogert v. Gulick ....viii, 25 

action against husband living in house of wife 


for injury from falling into cistern. Fiske 

V. Bailey. ........see-ceeseee coe eee viii, 74 
promise by wife to pay husband’s debt. 

Bostwick v. Eldred. .........-.0-200. viii, 221 


contracts in reference to lands leased by her- 
Prevot v. Lawrence.... .. ......+. viii, 43 
intention to charge separate estate ; action on 
note signed by husband and wife. Pen- 
CNG. THE Sons oo cctcct esac cons vii, 367 
intent to charge separate estate necessary to 
validity of wife’s note. Hansee v. De Witt, 
vi, 436 
action by wife for loss of paraphernalia, 
Rawson v. Penn’a R. R.... ... vi, 272; v, 91 
when wife living with husband is liable for 
groceries. (N. Y.) Sweet v. Snyder..... vi, 324 
presumption of intention to charge separate 
estate. Miller v. Brown................ vy, 
effect of act of 1848 on property afterward re- 
duced to 0 by husband. (N. Y°) 
Briggs v. Mitchell ...... ....+-.++..+- v, 45 
question of credit to wife or husband. Morse 
ee ER ry ie iy ee iv, 221 
protecting wife’s “equitable interest in land 
against husband’s creditors. iormore v. 
SIMS 0.0.6566- cdessesaencneseeceeen iv, 236 
wife not to answer alone in suits not relating 
to separate property. (N. Y.) Hutchins 4 
Mods 2 nhane ness phi ses ane 
rights of wife joining in mortgage of her weal 
estate for husband’s debt ; wife treated as 
surety and released by extension to hus- 


band. Albion Bank v. Burns ......... ix, 338 
trespasses by wife’s cattle. (N. Y.) Rowe v. 
REFER Re Oe ee PEERS EP Re iii, 338 


question whether foreclosure binding on in- 
sane wife, appearing by attorney employed 
by husband. Lathrop v. Heacock...... iii, 213 
enabling acts inapplicable to action by wife 
on contract entered into elsewhere. Wal- 


Grom F. MAGI 2... 2.205. cos cc seca iii, 50 
what separate estate liable to wife’s credi- 
tors. Fay v. Smyth.... .............. iii, 233 


presumption that note executed by wife was 

to bind separate estate. Kimm v. Keippert, 
iii, 154 

action by wife alone to recover lands con- 

veyed to her prior to act of 1861. (N. Y) 


Clark v. Clark...... oo aonb ces ok’ J 118 
separate property ; action by wife alone. 

¥) tyndens :. RMN, <:6:5 + 6dba neve-nan iii, 50 
rules as to charging separate estate. Phil- 

We ©, CII, oo oc cect ccccacccessias iii, 340 

Shorter v. Nelaon.... .. ..cccscccsees iii, 302 

EE, PIN 6 cos sven tceecesesouenes iv, 189 


husband’s right to sue alone on cause of ac- 
tion arising before act of 1862. McCormick 


$i We Ee caednnessssenckencscehane iii, 129 
Barr v. Greenawalt...............2.-- ii, 395 
>. 2 = eee eee os ii, 474 


indorsement as surety for husband; declara- 
tion of intent to charge separate estate ; 
allegations. Corn Exch. Ins. Co. v. Bab- 
cock (in full) .......... ii, 315; i, 241; iii, 189 
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goods sold to wife on her credit. Weisker - 
SIMUL «56. 5 540 35:0058-8040000sen0sdee 
charging separate estate by deserted wite 

GN ©; OUD sl inenchonscosesenns 33 
notes payable to wife, indorsed by Saihcnd: 
Illinois act. Snider v. Ridgeway....... i, 836 


wife concluded by default in action against 
her as husband’s surety. Van Metre v. 
ES bikt cna ceaaie. ose ainncea-acealgatabelnied i, 315 

action by wife’s administrator against third 


person for money received for wife. Fleet 

W, MOINES 5 n.0.45553bos0esaeshscines cmatas i, 61 
joining husband; injury by wife’s cattle. 

BONO Ws TR os nc 05s. 000s.c04sessnen a i, 22 


taking after-acquired property under personal 
ig ment against wife. (N. Y.) Van Metre 
Mis: “s, su. ssnesseendstsnntaasodenned i, 315 


wife's power to execute contracts, etc. 


signature of wife obtained by threats of 
prosecuting husband, void. Singer Co. a 


complaint on wife’s bond under New York 
code. Broome v. Taylor.............. xix, 337 
married woman not bound by recognizance. 
People v. Williams........ ......... xix, 402 
mortgage by wife during minority ; her rati- 
fication invalid. Ledger Loan, etc., Co. v. 
IN fence de calti pant Jape eeneiin aar xix, 281 
power of legislature to validate wife’s defec- 
tive power of attorney. Randall v. Krieger 


ON TID o nag ou cnnedens este caedsnenne xii, 90 
note signed by wife under duress. Loomis v. 
MES ta Kutsacaniaedales bie kone Ae cad xi, 66 


promise after coverture ceased to pay note 
executed during coverture. Porterfield ¥ 
Butler (with notes) .................. 228 

liability for charges of attorney defending 
divorce suit against her. Blankev. Bryant,x, 90 

wife’s covenant for quiet enjoyment. Coak- 
ley v. Chamberlain. .............00-000. i, 438 

separate business. 

power of wife in New York to borrow and 
buy on credit for her own business, Treck- 
ET; TI 55.53.00 c0cecssee renee ix, 125 

money judgment paper in suit at law against 


wife having separate business. vn ‘ 
I ie ee re, 233 
power to contract; right to earnings. (N. Y) 
Foster v. Conger RP er Sls Fab v, 269 
liability on her separate business debts. Fos. 
et RR ER AT v, 125 


rights of wife carrying on business as against 
husband’s creditors. (N. Y.) Whedon v. 
SIDS bo nccns, chennereace neeoeee iii, 414 


agency of husband for wife. 


increase of wife’s animals not liable for debts 

7! on taking care of them. Russell v. 
PT eh PRR PP a RAR OLE pe a tein o. xx, 475 

mths employment of third person by wife 

“through husband acting as agent. Beckford 


BND .00s, -sshepesstase+® geaskesn xix, 263 
ageepiienhe of agency between husband and 

wife. Dunn v. Hornbeck............ xvii, 214 
authority of husband acting as wife’s busi- 


ness agent. Nash v. Mitchell ........ xvi, 431 
right of wife purchasing through husband as 
agent to sue in her own name for fraud of 
vendor. Bends v. Duntley............ xvi, 36 
liability to husband’s creditors of profits tiem 
use of wife’s property. Muirhead v. Ald- 
RE ete xiv, 187 
not liable for unlawful acts of husband occu- 
pying her store with her. Bennet v. Selig- 
Linh eae eenany 4A: kiko che ae tele” ded xiii, 84 
liability of wife carrying on apparently sepa- 
rate business, where in fact husband is 
partner. Scott v. Conway... .. eoeeee Xi, 351 
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purchase by husband as agent for wife ; evi- 
dence. Clark v. Halstead............ xi, 128 


not liable for fraud of husband acting as her 
agent unless participating. Vanneman > 
Powers 
management by husband of wife’s property 
as her nt. Voorhees v. Bonesteel.. .ix, 
estoppel of wife in business to deny husband’s 
agency. Bodine v. Killeen............ ix 
conveyance set aside where husband delivered 
deed of wife’s property without sufficient 
ew from her. Hoffman v. — 
porate tee rer x, 
charging separate property; liable for Gjikon 
pay A: husband acting as heragent. Cohen 
RS Se hae nt Aad mean viii, 189 
liability of wife for fraud of husband actin 
as her agent in sale of her land. (N. Y. 
Baum v. Mullen 
contracts by wife employing husband as agent 
in business. McCarty <ies ere te 1 
contracts by husband as agent of wife. wants 
v. Wade 
wife liable for false representations of kee 
band acting as her purchasing agent. Graves 
EE kcihik chit nddbd eta deend inked iii, 
em lates husband as laborer on wife’s land. 
Pt NS a Fa cncekce sucess stdades 3 
action by wife. 
action for enticingaway husband sustained, xx, 
action by wife against third person for loss of 
Senctinndte society. Westlake v. Westlake 
(in full xix, 
action on note by married woman ; pleading. 
(N. Y.) Ferris v. Holmes........ .. xix, 
action by wife for personal injuries; her 
right to recover for time and service lost. 
Brooks v. Schwerin........ .....20.+++ ix, 
unauthorized investments of funds of mar- 
= woman ; her rights. Sherman v. _ 
right of action for fraudulently inducing wife 
to release inchoate right of dower ; parties. 
Simar v. Canaday................-.005 ix, 
action by married woman domiciled in another 
state for loss of ee by carrier. Stone- 
man v. Erie R. R 
measure of damages in action by wife for r 
— injuries. (N. Y.) Filer v. N. 


eee eee ee ee eee ee ee 


29 
11 


See ee ee ee ee 


note given to husband for money tiirniahed 
by wife; transfer of note to wife ; maker 
sued by her. Frost, re. 
husband's loan of wife’s money, on notes to 
self. Fowler v. Rice....... ........++: ii, 
action by wife for injury from _— bought 
by husband. George v. Skivin, 
wife’s action for trespass on lan onund by 
her, but occupied by husband. Boos v. 
(she alan teem nec sannaee ‘ 
wife's certificate of acknowledgment. 
certificate of acknowledgment; immaterial 
Hornbeck v. Mut. Build. Ass’n, 
xx, 
certificate not final on issue of fraud in induc- 
ing conveyance by wife. Darlington v. 
BNI . 9. 0.0:6.6.6.604.0 000s oncccsesess xviii, 
effect of certificate by notary of acknowledg- 
ment by wife containing untrue recitals. 
Miller v. Wentworth (with notes)...... xv, 
individual deed of wife with husband joined 
only in attestation clause and acknowledg- 
meet a nullity in Rhode Island. Warner 
‘eck 


omissions. 


516 


— 


me of wife ite jetta in mort ge 
of husband. 


& T. Co, v. Ju 
xv, 498 





Marriage — continued. 


PAGE, 
magistrate’s certificate, how far conclusive. 
Heeter v. Glasgow.... ..........--+ xiv, 201 
deed good as against husband, though wife’s 
acknowledgment irregular. Conrad v. 
Lon 
examination privily and apart. (N. Y.) Kav- 
WE 6 oni v0dd.04-200b'ccsnnde viii, 
acknowledgment of wife’s conveyance ; 
private examination. (N. Y.) Richardson 
Wo TPN, oo 059.0 080 cndescsnce opecbesieis vi, 436 
sale of wife’s land ; acknowledgment of con- 
tract. Colburn v. Kelly..............+. ii, 293 
wife ; coercion. 
wife liable for offense out of presence of hus- 
band, though by his direction. State v. 
Cam xx, 
presuming coercion of husband. Seiler v. 
People.... 2.202 eeeee serene teens xix, 
coercion of wife; proof of independent guilt. 
People v. Wright a caceisie asinine aes xviii, 
receiving goods stolen by wife of prosecutor 
not indictable. Regina v. Kenny...... xv, 
presumption of coercion. Warner v. Moran, 
viii, 
assault by wife in husband’s presence. Com. 
monwealth v. Eagan............ «+++: 
coercion of wife. Miller v. State, ii, 137; 
felony by wife in husband’s presence. dics 
v. Potter...... Kbsndssiavdeceocence +-oa ae 


ee ee ee a) 


265 


895 
499 
137 
257 
142 


221 
16 


eee eee ee eee ee 


rights of widows. 


Martial 


see also, dower. 
question of right of widow to share with os 
of kin. (Eng.) Collins, re........... xvi, 
widow not “next of kin.” Murdock v. Ward, 
xv, 
widow not included in residuary clause to 
heirs. Lord v. Bourno 
I, O. U. given to wife after husband’s death 
for money lent by her in his life-time. 
Wilby v. Elgee a rs xii, 
trusts in Sears of widow ; conditional — 
ance by widow. Collins v. Collins..... 
rights of widow as against executors made 
trustees for her benefit: dower; election; 
lapse of legacy by death of child. Vernon 
v. Vernon ix, 109 
statutory rights of widow in husband’s estatn 
(Vt.) . 


106 
147 


236 
127 


widow’s rights; renunciation of will. (11.) 
McMurpby v. Boyles....... 
law ; see army ; judges and courts ; war. 


Master and servant, 


gener 


connected topics : Jabor and services ; negli- 
gence ; carriers; and connected titles; 
ations ; agency; negligence ; real 
roperty. etc. 
and miscellaneous. 
assignment of contracts for personal services. 
Cha apin v. Longworth (with notes)... xviii, 
continuing to employ dishonest servant ; 
sureties’ liability. Atlantic & P. Tel. Co. 
V. BaPmeB. ....ccccccce sscccccscceees xiii, 
benefit of guaranty for servant's fidelity lost 
by keeping him after discovering dishon- 
esty. hillips v. Foxhall (with notes), vii, 
action for inducing laborer to leave service. 
Jones v. Blocker... ...........000+ «+: vi, 
liability of servants to fellow-servants for 
negligence. Hinds v. Harbon (with notes), 
xviii, 
liability of oe to master for negligence. 
Grand Tr. R. R. v. Latham............ xii, 
liability of servant refusing to perform con- 
tract under English master and servants’ 
act; statute of frauds. Banks v. — 


357 


24 


liability of servant for injury caused by will, 
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Master and servant—continued. PAGE. 


ful violation of authority. Horner v. Law- 
inane ix, 328 
contracts of service ; discharge ; notice, ete. 
rule of damages in case of discharge from 
— before end of term. Oldham 


NN dicta b ix kicks 2-dceriedhs deicllthoeia xx, 394 
temporary disability of servant. Barnes v. 
Chicago Ball Club (with notes).. .... xviii, 463 


measure of damages for discharge where ac- 
tion brought before endof term. Toles v. 
Eee ee xviii, 476 

action for discharge of employee before expi- 
ration of term. Sutherland v. Wyer. .xvii, 390 

right of employee to wages during absence 
from illness contracted by his own fault. 


K. v. Raschen (in full) ............. xvii, 248 
reasonable notice before dismissal required. 
CEE Hs, II so. 6.0: a: cca nadir neneed xiv, 396 


measure of damages for discharge of plaint- 
iff; question where compensation depended 


on profits. Gifford v. Waters. . -xiv, 295 
evidence on issue as to employment. ‘Miller 

lL Cr ne eens xiii, 99 
forfeiture of Me ae by leaving without notice. 

Walsh v. Wall OY oo crccevesecccsccsees x, 140 


continuance of service beyond time stipulated; 
notice to terminate. Langton v. Carleton, 
x, 27 
employment coutract by Arizona mining 
company ; whether payable in money or 
bullion ; cases reviewed. Counsel v. Vul- 
ture Mining DM pitdtuieh cubs qnhinetusecun ets ix, 373 
dismissal for misconduct. Harrington v. 
Chittenango N. Bank....... ......... viii, 350 
money earned by servant using master’s 
property without authority on his own ac- 
count. Reg. v. Collum (with notes). ..viii, 311 
duty of seeking other employment when 
wrongfully discharged ; continuous tender. 


I a6 stare <5 cm deamete viii, 249 
constructive service; remedies of servant. 

Moody v. Leverich................... viii, 223 
servant’s remedy for dismissal. Wolf v. 

_ REPRE ne Peete vii, 333 
discharging clerk without notice. Smith v. 

Douglass ..........+. sss.++s vii, 316 ; iv, 368 


entirety of contract for servant’s wages. 
A rere iv, 303 
agreement to pay fixed sum, if servant could 
not make satisfactory bargain for service 
with another person. Puller v. Easton, iii, 282 
waiver by employer of forfeiture of wages by 
laborer leaving service. Patnole v. San- 


I Pere eee Per ere i, 199 
illness as a defense to breach of apprentice- 
ee a ree i, 61 


anine liability to third person. 

brewers not liable for shooting of intruder by 
private watchman. Golden v. Newband,xx, 355 

injury from reckless driving of defendant's 
wagon by servant. Mott v. Consumers’ Ice 
a rer er xviii, 90 

distinction between sugrense and contractor. 
Lehigh C. Co, v. N. J. Cent. R. R....xviii, 17 

question whether negligent driver was in 


course of employment at time. Rayner v. 

| IEEE ET ee xvi, 265 
tool let fall on plaintiff by workman of sub- 

contractor. Pearson v. Cox..........- xvi, 438 


question whether cab proprietor liable for 


negligence of driver hiring cab. (Eng.) 
Venables v. Smith..................0- xvi, 74 
negligence of sub-contractor. Wray v. Evans, _ 
Xv, 23 


negligence of contractor employed by owner 
to repair lamp over street. Tarry v. Ash- 
ton (with notes) ............ ..6. xiii, 361, 436 
23 


Master and servant — continued. 





PAGE: 
action against keepers of exhibition grounds 
for fault of exhibtors’ gate keeper. Goslin 
TE SID 5.0.4 c26 sy 6 atcemeinea aes xiii, 341 
master engaged in trespass liable for un- 
authorized violence of servant aiding him. 


DIGA F,, Bio ost. ksincrcnnaee, a00e x, 92 
rule of damages against master re, servant’s 

negligence. Cleghorn v. N. Y. C. & H. R. 

: PRR hp eter Reo intiee x, 234 


scope of employment of stevedore’s servant. 
Burns v. Poulsom (remarked on). . viii, 389, 315 
liability of proprietors of lumber yard for 
careless piling of lumber by foreman. Cos- 
SEES Bi NE <i.06.5. cacrninebadnscents .vii, 59 
servant driving negligently while on errand 
of his own, without master’s consent. 
Sheridan v. Charlick.......... vii, 844; vi, 484 
liability of master for riotous acts of servant 
under his authority. Frazer v. Freeman, ii, 214 
injury by runaway horses; presumption that 
driver was in owner's service. Morris v. 
ET a cconasthneshanseiegeh hoaksne i, 480 
use of hack by day driver in night time with: 
out authority. Campbell v. Providence. .i, 417 


master’s liability to servant. 


falling of iron car on head of workman. 
Priebe v. Kellogg Bridge Co.......... xx, 75 

duty of master to employee as to machinery; 
contributory negligence. Swoboda v.Ward, - 

xx, 

injury to minor servant by breakage of chain; 

infant takes risks of employment like 


others. DeGvraff v. N. Y. C. R. R....xix, 184 
boy in machinery room caught by cogs. Fin- 

DATE T. PROMOS «6.0.5 6:0605.0, 46000005 xix, 601 
duty of mill-owner as to fire escapes. Jones 

v. Granite Mills Co..............06-6- xix, 135 


liability of contractor to employee injured by 
want of sufficient force of workmen. Heiner 
I ee xix, 300 
accepting usual risks of service ; question of 
contributory negligence. Schultz v. C. & 
i = | SRO ene riry xviii, 378 
injury received by employee while violating 
rules, though unreasonable not actionable. 
Wolsey v. Lake 8., etc., R. R........ xviii, 377 
manufacturer not liable to factory hand for 
injury from unboxed machinery. Kelley 
vy. Silver Spring Co. (in full)..... ....Xvili, 854 
care of master in selecting machinery ; care- 
lessness of employee. Allerton P. Co. v. 


Es a.p.ni0:0::9:4-dnarhdee bins Rome ieee xviii, 295 
liability of employer for negligence ca sing 
death of 8. Leonard vy. Collins....... xvi, 55 


action against employer by servant of sub- 
contractor, Cook v. Hann, etc., R. R..xv, 311 
duty of master as to employee of tender — 
Co Rr rer ree v, 213 
negligence of servant of contractor. Hourke 
v. White M. Colliery.............. ... , 272 
defective machinery. Murphy v. Phillips, ba 107 
duty of master as to providing safe appli- 
ances. Malone v. Hathaway (with notes), 
xiii, 174 
injury to conductor through defect in track, 
Patterson v. Pittsburg R. R. Co........ xii, 112 
liability of mill-owners for foreman’s negli 
gence. Sigle v. Schautz............... 66 
liability of cab proprietor to cab driver for 
furnishing horse not fit for harness. Fowler 
EC rar vi, 290 
injury to boy in detendant’s factory by dan- 
gerous machinery. Coombs v. New Bed- 
A, RR ee a v, 187; iv, 62 
liability of common employer for defective 
machinery. Chandler v. Melbourne, etc. 
3 RRP ere errr re iv, 192 


*. 
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Master and servant — continued. PAGE. 
laborer injured in blasting by dangerous 
powder. Spelman v. Fisher Iron Co... ii, 52 
when master liable for injury to servant. 
Johnston v. Bruner ii, 31 
master’s liability to servant ; acts of ‘fellow-servants. 
company not liable for negligence of fore- 
manincoal mine. Peterson v. ae 
C. Co 501 
injury incurred in eee teltow servant. 
Osborne v. Knox & L. R. R viii, 294 
common employment ; rule of liability Shae 
work is not the same. Charles v. Taylor 
(in full), xviii, 133; (with notes) iii, 103 
‘driver boss ’ injured by neglect of ‘mining 
boss.’ Lehigh V. Coal Co. v. Jones. ..xvii, 
injury from negligence of contractor ; inde- 
pendent employment. Harrison v. Collins 
(with notes) i, 398 
what is common employment. Swainson v. 
North E, R. R. (remarked on), xvii, 276, 312 
(in full), xvi, 261 
who are fellow-servants. Shanny v. Andros- 
coggin Mills (with notes) xvi, 291 
ne tgenee of fellow-servant. McAndrews v. 
urns 104 
respondeat superior ; not applicable in case of 
injury by railroad in charge of contractor. 
K. C. R. = v. Fitzsimmons xv, 434 
common ng ON under contractor. 
Rourke v. White M. Coll. Co xiv, 396 
negligence of fellow-servants. Lovell v. 
— xiii, 436 
Hogan v. Central P. R. R. er on), x, 325 
Owens v. Steam Derrick 835 
Bellis v. Maxfield 
Brickner v. N. Y. Central R. R ii, 497, 518 
factory employee injured while obeyin order 
of superior. Mann v. Oriental Pr. Works 
(with notes) , 318 
liability of mill-owners to Lane TaA for neg. 
ligence of general agent. Brennan v. nee 
brook (with notes) xi, 71 
who are fellow-servants. Svenson v. — 
Mail St. Co , 207 
Connolly v. Davidson i, 454 
Connolly v. Parlton , 99 
colliery company not liable for workman 
killed by neg ae of manager. Havell 
v. Landore §S Co. (with notes) i, 55 
evidence of previous acts of co-servant, with 
master’s knowledge. Baulac v. Harlem R. 


employer liable for not warning employee of 
danger from rioters. Baxter v. Roberts 
(wit i 

continuance in service after notice of incom- 
petency of fellow-servant ; declarations of 
—_ ys employer. Lanning v. N. Y. Cen- 


ane not liable for injury to boy doing 
fireman’s duty, at latter’s request. Flower 
v. R. R. Co, (with notes) vii, 101, 
injury to employee by en 
Sizer v. Syracuse, etc., 
independent contractors. Let v. Currie, iit 
—oe fellow-servant. Hoey v. Dublin 
ii, 
injury by act of fellow servant ; who are em- 
ployees. O’Donnell v. Alleghany V.R. art 


Master in chancery 
connected -~s judges and courts ; office 
one officers. 
giving leave to prosecute master in chancery’s 
bond. Van ccvcceccccceR, S00 





Mayhem, PAGE. 


connected topics : criminal law, ete. 
indictment for mayhem; premeditation. = 
Y.) Tully v. People 
New York act. Godfrey v. People 
Mechanic’s lien, 
connected topics: lien ; fixtures ; building 
contracts ; shipping and admirulty. 
in general, 
attempt to enforce Connecticut lien on ma- 
chine in New York. Birmingham Foundry 
v. Glen Cove Co....  . .........-005- xx, 
lien as against married woman. Husted v. 
h 


claims against married women’s property. 
Dearie v. Martin 

extension of lien by order of court (N. Y.); 
rights in surplus on foreclosure. Emigrant 
Bank v. Goldman i 

lien does not attach to public bridges of 
county. Loring v. Small (with notes), xix, 

persona] judgment against contractor. (N. 
Y.) Burroughs v. Tostevan.. .. -xix, 

architect not entitled to mechanic’s lien. 


255 


198 


115 


(Penn’a.) Price v. Kirk xix, 520 


architect’s lien under New York act. Stryker 
v. Cassidy xix, 
no personal judgment possible where notice 
of lien void. Fogarty v. Wick. -xviii, 
lien on new building subordinate to prior 
wor sase on old. Equitable Ins. Co. v. 


lien for engine and pump furnished paper 
mill, held to be on building itself. Equita- 
ble Ins. Co. v. Slye 
— contract to pay for services by knowl- 
e and consent of person benefited. 
Wheeler v. Hall xv, 
row of houses considered one building ; 
service of notice on owner. (N. Y.) Hall v. 
Sheehan 
action always one in equity ; requisites | * 
lien. Davis v. Alvord 
on railways under Iowa act. 
, ete., R. R 
completion of building by owner. Rodburn 
v. Seneca Mine Co 
remedy not suspended by taking note. Her- 
ton v. Graham 
civil engineer not entitled to lien under 
Penn’a act. Penn. & D. R. R, v. Luffer, xv, 
— of owner may be given by contractor; 
al under New York act. Wheeler v. 


who is a laborer; 
Herries v. Norval 
time for filing notice under New York — 
Collins v. Drew 
not defeated by special contract. McMurray 
v. Brown 
bell tower not liable to lien. 

“oe (with notes) . Su, 
on buildings of railway company under Con- 
necticut act. Botsford v. New Haven, etc., 
R.R i 


rights under mechanics’ lien law not affected 
y repeal of statute. Weaver v. Sells 
(with notes) ii 
action to foreclose lien in New York; special 
proceedings ; notice. Hallahan v. Herbert, 


240 
477 


35 


35 


391 


47 
84 
493 


360 


14 


131 


xi, 367 


right of trial court to amend pleadings under 


ew York law. Gambling v. Haight. .xi, 351 


og ent; joint claims; New York 
ubbell v. Schreyer x, 398 
work and materials before conveyance to de- 
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Mechanic’s lien—continued. PAGE. | Mechanic’s lien—continued. PAGE. 
fendant, but after contract of purchase. (N. discharge of lien by omission to file affidavit 
Y.) McGraw v. ER  wsincccendetcce x, 393 of summons and complaint. (N. Y.) — 

taking security. Grant v. Strong......... 93 Hts ©. GUWOPMAR, « «0.0.0. 5.5. 50s.dcicc siscut , 381 
amendments to pleadings. (N. Y) McGraw expiration and renewals of lien; New Tork 

We, NT 6:1 :dncd5eds44n4- 3455s mea eee x, 393 act of 1863. Schaettlerv.Gardner... ..iii, 392 
no lien pon He against landlord by — lien for materials ; expiration at end of year. 
undertaking repairs. Muldoon v. Pitt.. (N. Y.) Colie v. O’Keel............-- iii, 
failure of party instituting suit to pone) discharge of lien under New York act. Stone 

lien does not affect rights of other _— VW BRNER. cccncese “csrecccceesavisdeesa ii, 474 
Abham v. lg = Ov wccee coeesccvcssoeee« x, 192 judgments rendered after expiration of statu- 
new parties; New York act. Pusey v. Brad. tory time of limitation. (N. = Grant v. 

| SE OE Pe Ret A ix, 112 Van Dercook (in full) ..............66- ii, 52 

enforcing claim for work, etc., on leasehold Mercantile age 


estate in New York. De Roude v. Olmsted, 


ix, 427 
lien for repairs not applicable to general bal- 
ance due. Moulton v. Greene........ viii, 266 
liability of assignee of lien for costs. Dow- 
PUN inc paedeeokanssosaneneteaake viii, 378 


recovery of entire claim where lien for por- 
tion only. (N. Y.) McGraw v. Godfrey, viii, 190 
one Y) proceeding againt several buidings. 


Moran v. Chase ..........6+ viii, 297 
service Me notice, etc.; N. Y. act construed. 
Moore v. Mansert.......... ..cceeceee vii, 75 


claim filed against contractor and owner 
jointly ; defenses ; filing of notice. (N. Y.) 


Hubbell v. Schreyer Cadent saddens anbed vii, 334 
New York acts ; rights of assignee ; proceed- 

ings against equitable owners. Hallahan > 

PII oo ncdeaszhnssess secncesseuecees 15 
effect of New York act of 1871, chap. iss’ 

PReGDl ¥. POCO... ccsccccces se0sees v, 288 


amendment of 1869 to New York mechanic’s 


lien law. Moore v. Mansert...........- iv, 318 
who is ‘‘owner” under New York law. Maul- 
i. ere puree iv, 


laborers’ wages (N. Y.); notice under general 
railroad act. Chapman v. Utica, etc., R. R., 
iii, 
lien of sub-contractor under New York laws; 
pros by owner to contractor in advance. 
neider v. Hobein............. .. «- iii, 233 
Pennsylvania act ; who are contractors, ete. 
Singerly v. Do ii, 375 
requisites of written contract under California 
act. Worden v. Hammond ............. i, 376 
notice under New York act of 1854. Horton 
v. i, 161 
lien of contractor vendee in possession ; ven- 
dor not to be made a party. (Cal.) Wor- 
den v. Hammond 
ratification of contract; receiving rents of 
building put up without authority. Mc- 
Carty v. Carter. .....cccccccccccsccsscss 3, 
discharge and renewal of lien. 
validity of lien under New York act where 
action to enforce is pending at expiration of 
one year, Fox v. xx, 
New York mechanics’ lien acts construed as to 
renewal of lien. Heckman v. Pinkney, xix, 
lien not discharged by giving note. — “ 


376 


142 


14 
262 


eee 


proceeding abated by death of écdcndune. 
Levy Wy ED, 6.066 scndeeddonnses das xii, 
continuance of lien after one year ; New York 
act of 1863. Fitzpatrick v. Boylan orre xi, 
expiration of lien before judgment. (N. Y.) 
McGraw v. Godfrey 
expiration of lien by failure to obtain judg- 
ment within year. (N. Y.) Benton v. 
Wick wire ix, 309 
lien for wages (N. Y.); time where work has 
been broken off and begun again. Goodale 
Me WHR o's 6-50 bacedcecasgnaescasaneee -ix, 157 
decree of foreclosure inoperative after expira- 
tion of lien. O’Donnell v. Rosenburg. .vii, 333 


45 





ncy, 
pret topics : fulse representations; neg- 


ligence ; libel and slander ; statute of frauds. 


effect of written receipts ; liability for negli- 
gence of attorney. Sanger v. Dun (in full), 
xX, 

not liable for mistaken information to sub- 
scribers. Duncan v. Dun (with notes), xx, 

Merger ; see also, judgment ; mortgages. 

execution barred by discharge in bankruptcy 
subsequent to judgment. Williams v. 
Butcher (with notes) SEC rrer rT ts ee xi, 
railroad contractor’s right to preference not 
lost by merger of debt in judgment, Fox 


merger of interest in growing timber on sale 
of fee toowner of interest. Young v. Sego, 
xi, 

note or contract merged by fn od there- 
upon. Eldred v. Michigan N. Ba -ix, 
merger by mortgagee enced conte. ‘Polk 


UV. BOPROUIDS 6 00.0080 ecddewedecnssaas i, 4 


Militia, 
connected topic: army. 
militia laws of Illinois; constitutional right 
to bear arms. People v. Affeldt (with notes), 
xX, 
discharge of militia man from service not re- 
viewable on mandamus. Dederick, re, xix, 
constitutional right of accused before brigade 
court-martial to have counsel. People v. 
WO MII. 6. 5c sic aha ga abe hbo-<s 06 anne ix, 
evidence of membership of regiment. People 
v. Garling (een benccdenRebecsda eee ws vi, 
imprisonment for non-payment of militia 
fines. Sinclair, 76..........ccccccsccces ay 
Mills ; see water and water-courses. 
Mines ; see also, support. 
other connected topics: real property ; ease- 
ments ; adverse possession ; eminent do- 
main ; master and servant, etc. 
mining company not liable for injury to em- 
ployee while visiting other miners for his 
own pleasure. Wright v. Rawson — 
NOES)... 00. eveeereceerereeeeses sees 
mining law ; location of claim. Fiagotaff § s. 
M. Co. v. Ta WN. i indisboe0+ seasdeneant xix, 
evidence of priority, etc., of mining rights. 
Campbell v. Rankin xix, 
rights of adjoining lessees as against common 
Teor. reck v. Locust M. Co....... xviii, 
ag oe ea not liable for negligence of min- 
ing boss. Lehigh V. Coal Co. v. Jones 
(with notes)........ xviii, 82; (in full), Id., 
contract giving right to take ore from mine 
not exclusive unless expressly so. Silsby 
v. Trotter (with notes)... ......---++- xviii, 
state taxation on product of mines worked on 
lands of United States. Forbes v. ee 
xv 
right of crown to precious metals in soil not 
conveyed by grant of lands. (Eng.) Wool- 


Ce 


337 


425 


x, 443 
439 
399 
277 


212 


38 


56 


ley v. Victoria Attorney-General.... .. mn 287 


right of surface support of mines. 
Chadwick (with notes).. 


seeeeeerreree 


xiii, 125 
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Mines — continued. 
reservation of minerals in deed of land, Ryck- 
man Vv. Gillis (with notes)............. xiii, 
rights of riparian owners on public lands ; 
use of water by miners. Atchinson v. 
WINNS sw hahe ccs tncedbadess ssncewst xi, 
duties of mine-owners under English act; 
liability for servants’ neglect. ickenson 
RE eae ix, 
reservation of right to work mines; destruc- 
tion of surface not permitted. Hext v. Gill, 
vii, 
relations of canal company and owners of 
mines under canal. Dunn v. Birmingham 
tn noe EE CEO COTTE vii, 
question of royalty due lessor of iron lands 
under covenant in lease. Great W. R. R. 
aed iii, 
covenant to work mines construed. Wheat- 
ley v Westminster Coal, etc., Co.... ....i, 
Minors ; see infancy. 
Misjoinder ; see joinder. 
Mistake, 


connected topics: reformation and cancella- 


tion of instruments ; payment ; equity ; 
contracts, ete. 
mistake of law defined. Berkhauser v. 
0 SEE RS rere ae & xix, 
rescission of contract for mistake. Damb- 
man v. Schulting .........0.2ss00- xviii, 


accidental mistake in terms of lease pur- 
chased. Besley v. Besley (with notes), xviii, 
rescission of contract for mistake ; other 
grounds of rescission. Byers v. Chapin, xvi, 
interest not chargeable on money paid by mis- 
take, Ashhurst v. Field’s Adm’r.. ...xvi, 
effect of common errer, under which titles 
have been acquired. Kostenbader v. Spotts, 


xv, 
rescinding contract in equity for mistake of 
fact. Grymes v. Sanders............. xiv, 


action not maintainable by ticket agent sell- 
ing defendant tickets at too low rate by 
mistake. Hungerford v. Scott......... xii 
action for money paid b 5 eaaty counter- 
equities. Canaday v. 
relief against mistake. a te v. Winn, 
viii, 

mistake as to amount of firm debts which de- 
fendant agreed to pay. Ackerman v. Lil- 
Ns 4b0626sbbnarbiadentaknarscacaus vii, 
action to recover assessment paid by mistake 
on another's property ; proof of legality 
necessary. einburger v. Fauerbach, vii, 
promise to indemnify for cost of action, bind- 
ing after performance, though made under 
mistake. Wells v. Mann.. 
mistake of law in settling judgment of court 
having no oo not a ground of re- 


lief. Jaco Morange bes eohecdokeiesin vi, 
mistake in cuhdeab of contract as a defense. 
Kyle v. Kavanaugh................000: vy, 
reformation of deed for mistake; parties. 
Cramer v. Benton.............20+-ee00 Vv, 


action for money paid under mutual mistake. 
Troy U. N. Bank v. N. Y. 8. N. Bank.. .iv, 
mistake of fact by one party to contract ; 
equitable relief. Smith v. Mackin..... iii, 
contract ineffectual  & reason of mutual mis- 
understanding as to price. Fullerton v. 
MI. 6 Con cc acccesncens « ebecsecsees iii, 
“—— of law; relief refused. Garnar - 


ee ee ee 


Mobs ond riots, 
liability of county for damage by mub; the 
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Mobs and riots — continued. PAGE. 
strike riot cases. Alleghany County v. 
GO CN DUE 5c cdiccrcecdssodesys« xx, 429 

damages by strike riots; Pennsylvania act 
constitutional (with remarks)... ...... xx, 302 

rule of damages for —— destroyed by 
mob. Brightman v. Bristol.... ....... xv, 127 


action for property destroyed by mob; differ- 
ent suits for same cause against adjoining 
cities. Atlantic Dock Co. v. New York,ix, 10 


Money and legal tender, 


accord and 
con- 


connected topics: payment ; 
satisfaction ; damages ; judgment ; 
stitutional law, ete. 
note payable in specie if banks should resume, 
held collectible in currency without resump- 
tion. Walters v. McBee............. xix, 75 
issue of notes by private company for less 
than one dollar; act of congress of 1872. 
United States v. Van Auken (in full), xvii, 450 
legal tender notes und not gold the standard 
in estimating amount due on contract for 
Confederate currency. Bissell v. Heyward, 
xvii, 162 
ground-rent payable in current silver money 
of United States. Maule v. Stokes....xv, 236 
extent to which treasury notes are legal ten- 
der. Longworth v. Mitchell....... . xiv, 251 
invalidity of North Carolina act prescribing 
mode of reckoning amount due on contract 
payable in Confederate currency, Wilming- 
ton R. R. v. Kin xii, 380 
price of goods payable in gold coin or its 
equivalent. Moppin v. Etna, etc., Co. .xii, 360 
effect of legal tender act on contracts payable 
in coin ; implication of agreement for coin. 
Maryland v.B & O. R.R.............. xi, 146 
reckoning brokerage on sum paid in Spanish, 
dollars. Stringer v. Combs.......... -xit 128 
payment in depreciated currency, when no, 
valid. Fretz v. Stover............ . ¥i- 125 
value of foreign coin in computing custom, 
house valuation. Arthur v. Richard...xi. 82 
legal value of French franc. Arthur v. 
BI itn 06a p -t04sa spencers coos Bh, 1 
contracts made in Confederate States payable 
in dollars. Atlantic R. R. v. Nat, Bank, x, 349 
insufficient tender not made good by subse- 
quent decision changing law. Harris v. 


damages for conversion of securities A pear 
by usage in coin. Simpkins v. Low..... ix, 
contract to pay gold ; offer of ict wos value of 
gold. Phillips v. Dugan (with notes)...ix, 89 
contract of “current funds of United States.” 
CT, BOO 6.6.o:9:c0.0 006 renoeennss ix, 
payment in legal tender with agreement to 
pay in gold, conditional on decision of 
supreme court in Hepburn v. Griswold. 
Woodruff v. Woodruff.... ........... viii, 233 
dealings in two currencies ; importation of 
foreign commodity. Fabbri v. Kalbfleisch, 
viii, 233 
contract to pay in coin or cotton at option of 
promisor. Russell v. McCormick...... vii, 
action for gold coin converted ; judgment for 
Id éotems with interest in ’gold and costs 
ncurrency, Phillips v. Speyer........ vi, 386 
loss of gold coin by defendant’s negligence ; 
judgment for amount of coin lost disregard- 
ing market value. Kellogg v. ng: | 


(remarked on) .......-.+++-+02.+0008 
judgment for coin proper in California. Ba. 
WAGNER D. TIED ooo ccc bc sddiswcccsnccs vi, 309 


accepting payment of gold warrant in treasury 
notes under protest. Gilman v. Douglas 
County ........0.6. KS etett e4hsednewes v, 139 
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Money and legal tender — continued. PA 
reckoning amount due on bil] payable in this 
country in pounds sterling. Cary v. 





RE babi cpncas 0snssadessieanues v, 367 
validity of the legal tender act of 1862 
(remarked on), nox v. Lee........ v,41, 46 
Parker v. Davis ...... iii, 320 
proving value of foreign money. Comstock 
UT, SD edd. hntopehnceasenceangekae iv, 268 
judgment on contract for gold or equivalent, 
Wells v. Van Glekle .....2. seseoss-c: iv, 254 
rent reserved in old lease in ounces of gold. 
OVI, GTO ooo 60:86 68th rdsetanvae iii, 370 


delivery of gold by check. Kinne v. Ford, iii, 253 
bill payable in gold dollars; form of judg: 
ment. Chryster v. Kenois........... iii, 95 
contract for rent in gold or silver lawful 
money. Rankin v. Dermott ........... , 298 
obligations payable incoin. Grund v, Seton. 
SE > . ann.i6eg vpeascdacvencawekmaaraee ii, 493 
measure of damages for non-delivery by car- 
rier in foreign state; currency. Rice v. 


NS TB, Ss 6 sian i d.n.0to0sesenteswes ii, 214 
contracts made prior to passage of legal ten- 
der act. Harris v. Jex .... .........00- 824 


per money not lawfully to be made ae 
tender for debts on pre-existing contracts. 
Hepburn v. Griswold (in full and remarked 


SPR rer eee i, 106, 118, 458 
contracts in rebel states payable in Confeder- 
ate money, Thorington v. Smith........ i, 458 


bequest of sum in gold. Graw v. Brindley,i, 184 
contract payablein gold. Mahoney v. Stewart, 
i, 43 
Money had and received ; see payment; mistake. 
M es, 
. mortgages of real estate. 
Il. chattel mortgages. 
connected topics: deeds ; record and regis- 
tration ; pledge ; subrogation ; marriage ; 
merger ; crops, etc. 
as to railroad mortgages, see railroads. 
I. mortgages of real estate. 


miscellaneous. 
duty of metas gor as to taxes; bidding in at 
tax sale eyton V. Biee. «2.220.600 xx, 56 


mortgagee without claim to compensation for 
land taken for public purpose. “4 
Farnsworth v. Boston..... ......+-.+- 118 
rights of mortgagee of land taken for high: 
way. Warwick Inst. v. Providence. .xviii, 397 
attorneys’ commission clause ; amount fixed 
reducible at discretion of court. Daly v. 
Maitland (in fall)... .. ...s0c-cecscecs xix, 492 
extension of time on existing debt a good con- 
sideration for mortgage. Gilchrist v. Gough 
Ee ee ereey ee are xix, 276 
reinstatement of ~~ + discharged under 
mistake of facts, French v. Stone (with 
Ere ere eT xvii, 419 
validity of mortgage to secure specific sum, 
part only of which isdue. Brown v. Kiefer, 
nails xvii, 74 
uestion whether reement by mortgagee 
' not to call for seioigel was binding. Ete 


Vi Bisa th asks ichadessaeennsmens xvii, 353 
when mortgagor cannot create charge in his 

own favor against mortgagee. unders 

T. PI, 5c onednssscicenteneeeees xvii, 472 


new agreement as to extension of time, differ- 
ent mode of payment,etc.,of bond and mort- 
gage already made. Clapp v. Hawley,xvi, 70 
what not a chattel mortgage of vessel. Wil. 
gon V. Hmapp ......cccccccccscocces xvi, 89 
mortgage mere security in Oregon. With- 
erell v. Welberg........cseceeeceseeesXV, 392 
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priority; lien of defective mortgage when 
reformed. Van ‘Thorniley v. Peters...xiv, 250 

mortgages not taxable under California con- 
stitution. People v. Hibernia Sav. Soc. (in 
RE ey re ny ee xiii, 231 

estoppel; second conveyance by mortgagor 
after acquiring title; record notice. Tefft 


9 DI, niin 5a. ocdds ado Sacks xi, 194 
paramount title acquired by mortgagor after 
foreclosure. Jackson v. Littell......... x, 267 


proceeding against non-resident mortgagor, 
under New York act. Schwinger v. 


FROME, 5 ssccenscvccccacess. womens ix, 81 
mortgage and conditional sale distinguished. 
Morrison v. Brand,..........+---++ «+ viii, 222 


application of New York statute of limitation, 
etc. ; action by mortgagor to recover pos- 


session. Hubbell v. Sibley............ vii, 344 
Fiedler v. Dannin...... ae iv. 91 
mortgage by grantee holding under verbal 
trust for another. Brown v. Cheny.... iii, 478 
power to mortgage not included in power to 
sell. Morris v. Watson....... -lii, 454 
presumption of payment from lapse of time. 
Brohat v. Brock. ... .....ccscoess cece iii, 456 


right of execution creditor to set up usury 
against mortgagee. Cavan v. Kelly.....iii, 373 

stipulations allowing private sale; foreign 
mortgages, Elliott v. Wood.... ...... iii, 305 

measure of damages in action for fraudu- 
lently inducing acceptance of mortgage. 


A ere . iii, 307 
sale of mortgagor in pone. Hathaway 
Ti TI. kb ck diaee cckeedennsvencd 22 iii, 172 


mortgagor becoming tenant; notice from 
mortgagee of intention to alter relation. 
Clowes v. Hughes........... - +++: ii, 16 

extension of time of payment, when binding. 
Pierce v. ME 55-4, adovnna cbsigees i, 141 


off mortgage. Knee v. Hammett...... i, 42 


equitable mortgages ; parol evidence, etc. 


may be valid, though not accompanied by 
written evidence of debt. Varney v. 
Bin ont 0 kant ccanmvg' sous dpansame xix, 17 
equitable mortgage created by application of 
trust funds to payment of mortgage debt. 
Dewey v. Kelton. ........cc.coe soe xviii, 337 
consolidation of mortgage with equitable 
mortgage. Cracknell v. Janson......xviii, 276 
creation of equitable mortgage by informal 
mortgage; subsequent formal execution not 
waiver. Payne v. Wilson... ....... xviii, 278 
deed absolute construed as mortgage; effect 
of subsequent agreement of parties; con- 
structive notice to subsequent purchaser. 
Brinkman Vv. Jones............ee000+ xviii, 274 
showing by parol bill of sale of vessel to be 
mortgaged. McClellan v. Shinn...... vii, 125 
parol evidence to prove absolute deed a mort- 
gage. Peugh v. Davis.............. xvii, 373 
absolute deed recorded without recording de- 
feasance. Corpman v. Baccastow. ...xvi, 302 
conditional release ; parol evidence of — 
tion. Van Bokkelen v. Taylor......... , 829 
distinguished from -_ conditional sale 
Fullerton v. McCurdy.......... sseeee- 
implied mortgage by y ary Lonsdale v. Fair. 
WOOO. o6ccccasscden: ssameracancads viii, 266 
sale by mort e in possession under parol 
mortgag ‘so v. Roberts...... viii, 46 
rol an. in as to purpose of mortgage. 
Theta <. DEON, 5666060 acccesaens ty” , 416 
land conveyed to secure debts which are at. 
terward paid not liable to attachment by 
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Mortgages — continued. 
creditor of grantee. O’Rourke O’ v. Con- 
nor 

absolute deed given as security ; title not di- 
vested by payment. McCarthy v. a 
thy 

equitable mortgages ; pee etc. 
ber v. Robinson 
Slutz v. Desenberg.........++..+ aces 4 
Barr v. Carr 
Holton v. Meighen 
Barrett v. Carter 
McGinity v. McGinity 
Baugher v. Merryman 
French v. Burns 
Raynor vy. Lyons 

unrecorded mortgages. 
question of validity of unrecorded mortgage 
against subsequent conveyance. Macaulay 
v. Porter 
unrecorded mortgage as against assignee of 
subsequent mortgage. Delancey v. Stearns, 


PAGE, 


378 


93 


852 
210 
125 


91 
83 


ii, 500 
i, 152 
378 


xvi, 414 


xiii, 450 


unrecorded mortgages; aegeties between mort- 
ees. Greene v. 


appeal 

question whether unrecorded mortgage was 
included in assumption of liens by third 
party. Reed v. Gannon 

effect of mortgagor’s bankruptcy. 

mortgage to secure present and future ad- 
vances; enforcing after bankruptcy of 
mortgagor. Schultz v. Bolting ii 

power of sale and to execute instruments not 
affected by mortgagor’s bankruptcy. Hall 


proceedings for foreclosure in state court 
after mortgagor's bankruptcy. Eyster v. 
Gaff (in full) 

effect of bankruptcy of owners of equity 

nding foreclosure. Lenihan v. Hamann, x, 

oily hate mortgagor is insolvent. Bradley v. 

I 66.0 0.vinod nescveessese .see « Mi, 
mortgage notes and bonds ; assignment, etc. 

estoppel of mortgagor as against purchaser of 
mortgage by statements that he has no de- 
fense to mortgage. Robertson v. Hay (in 
full) . 

transfer of negotiable note carries chattel 
mortgage security. Woodruff v. King.xx, 

concurrent remedies on bond and mortgage. 
Schaaf v. O'Brien’s Adm’r 

priority of lien of mortgage bonds not affected 
by indorsement changing mode of payment. 
Wallace v. Loo xvii, 

question whether privilege of bona fide holder 
extends to mo > oy on securing note. Hos- 
tetter v. Alexande (with notes) i 

concurrent remedies on mortgage with cove- 
nant to pay debt and the note. Brengle v. 
Bushey 

eueane to mortgage limited to equities af- 
fecting notes secured. Kennicott v. —— 
visors . 

mortgage assigned with negotiable anaes 
note; equitable defenses on foreclosure. 
Carpenter v. Lingan ( with notes), viii, 199; ix, 

transfer to one of mortgagees of note given 
by third person to mortgagor on sale of part 
of mortgaged premises. 

note paid by mortgagor’s assignee and after- 
ward put in circulation. Appledorn v. 
Streeter i 

transferring note without passing interest n 
the mortgage. Rolston v. Brockway.. 

guaranty of collection on assignment of snent. 


29 


Colby v. Cate y vi, 164 
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Mortgages — continued. 


ee: diligent foreclosure necessary. 

rk N. lL. Co. v. Wright 

mortgage securing negotiable note free from 
previous equities in hands of purchaser. 
Carpenter v. Logan (with notes) 

liability of assignor of overdue mortgage 
note. Dixon v. Clayville 

assignee of mortgage subject to equities 
against assignor. vis v. Beckstein .xv, 

assignment by mortgagee. Robinson v. 
Fitch 

grantee by quit-claim not bound to redeem 
estate ; = 4 become assignee of mortgage. 
Randall v. Bradley 

assignee of mortgage subject to — 
Crane v. Turner 

parol agreement of mortgagee with pondhanet 
of mortgage for extension of time of pay- 
ment. Burte v. Sexton 

assignment of prior mortgage to purchaser at 
sheriff's sale. Southworth v. Scofield. . viii, 

how far assignee of mortgage takes it subject 
to latest equities. Schafer v. Reilly... . vii, 

advances to mortgagee by one in possession 
of mortgage ; presumptions as to intention 
of transferring mortgage. Bowers 7. Jobn- 


liability of assignee of mortgage to original 
equities. Ingraham v. Disborough 

mortgage not discharged by assignment to co- 
tenant of equity. ater v. Flood 


question whether payment to mortgagee good 
Hall v. 


as against assignee of mortgage. 
Erwin 

question of equities as between purchaser of 
mortgage and occupant of premises. Union 
College Trustees v. Wheeler. ......... iv, 


merger . 


by assignment of mortgage to grantee assum- 
ing it. Winans v. Wilkie 

mortgage not merged by conveyance of equity 
to mortgneee: sO as to prevent recovery on 
notes ucker v. Crowley xx, 

taking land in name of one partner, and mort- 
gage in name of the other. Scott v. Web- 
ster iii 

keeping alive equity of redemption acquired 
by assignee of mortgage. N. J. Ins. Co. v. 
Meeker iii 

question of merger by conveyance in fee to 
mortgagee, not recording deed. Purdy v. 
Huntington iii, 

of mortgage debt by purchase of land by 
owner of mortgage. Lilly v. Palmer.. .ii, 


assumption of mortgage. 


assumption of mortgage does not inure to 
benefit of grantor Ayres v. Dixon.....xx, 
release of contract of assumption by grantor. 
Youngs v. Public School Trustees......xx, 
assumption of mortgage debt by grantee ; 
subrogation of grantor paying debt to mort- 
gagee’s rights. Wood v. Smith, xx, 
xix, 
vendee assuming mortgage liable to mort- 
gagee on the contract of assumption, but 
not on mortgage note, Mansur v «Barthole- 
mew (in full) 52 
effect of release by grantee of diene’ in favor 
of mortgagor. Paine v. Jones , 279 
right of —T to sue grantee assumin 
mort, Urquhart v. Brayton = 
xviii, 303 ; (in full), xviii, 371 
assuming mortgage debt: romise must be to 
one liable to pay it. ise v. Fuller (with 
notes) xviii, 243 
mortgagor discharged by agreement for ex- 
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Mortgages — continued. PAGE. 
tension between his vendee and mortgagee. 
RETO Ws TIITUIM. 6 6.6.0 «050. 0 s0008 4h xviii, 179 


assuming mortgage ; failure of consideration 
no defense to foreclosure, Parkinson v. 
EE EE PT xviii, 59 
what words in deed to vendee amount to 
pre mise to pay. Fiske v. Tolman... .xvii, 276 
relations of purchaser assuming payment and 
mortgagor. Comstock v. Drohan...... xvi, 334 
promise made to mortgagor to pay mortgage 
not available to grantee of the land. Miller 
Ti. TOR o tons nnscmnanasaneineecd xvi, 223 
assumption of mortgage; liability to mort- 
gagee. Vrooman v. Turner (in full)...xv, 454 
Peyton v. Samuel........ ...xv, 352 
eviction under mortgage ; action on covenants 
barred by agreement to assume, Reid v. 


Rua ke cabins snacks siped dinmya neal xiv, 282 
purchaser assuming mortgage not to set up 
usury. Cramer v. Lepper.... ....... xiii, 37 


taking deed of land subject to mortgage with- 
out covenant to pay it. Cleveland v. 
FEE ELLE iv, 17 
questions as to possession ; rents and profits, etc. 
possessor of mortgaged premises not thereby 
liable to mortgagee for rents, Argall v. 
Pin é0-nn ch-ndind den itenben bbnae Ooms xx, 874 
right of mortgagor in receipt of rents to re- 
strain injury to premises without joining 
mortgagee. Fairclough v. Marshall, xix, 58 
341 
right to manure between mortgagor and mort- 
ee taking possession for breach. Chase 
Ri ET Te xviii, 357 
replevin for chattel severed and removed not 
maintainable by mortgagee not in posses- 
sion. Kercher v. Schalk............. xvi, 53 
when mortgagee in possession is liable for 
rents and profits. Chapman v. Porter, xv, 432 
question whether mortgage by bridge com- 
pany retrospective as to rents and profits. 
Am. Bridge Co, v. Heidelbach..,....... xv, 204 
statutory right of mortgagor to possession. 
(Minn.) Davison v. Allis . ....... ..xv, 128 
occupation by mortgagee; accounting for 
rents and profits ; rights of mortgagor’s 
creditors. Anderson v. Lanterman... .xiv, 283 
recognition by mortgagee of tenant of mort- 
gagor. (Eng.) Smith v. Eggington..... x, 27 
rents and profits ; effect of receipt to amount 
sufficient to satisfy mortgage. Hubbell v. 
PN PO errs ix, 61 
action by owner against mortgagee in pos- 
session ; limitation of time; equitable con- 
ditions of relief. Minor v. Beekman...vii, 329 


Hubbell v. Sibley..... Id., 344 
remedies of mortgagees for interference with 
premises. Gooding v. Shea....... eee V, 416 
title of mortgagee in possession. Tumm v. 
PS 5 tt asia yes heanaes ~ haved iii, 371 
possession of mortgagor under peomnnne 
after default. Hanford v. Obrecht.......i, 141 


different mortgagees ; priority. 
notice; rights of subsequent mortgagees; effect 
of real mortgage covering chattels. Jones 
Ve GQUMIAME . c.ccccceceses, 06 .sccscecues xx, 117 
rights of different mortgagees as to rents and 
profits; redemption; set-off. Bennett v. 
RL ER FE PRES <P xx, 255 
order of redemption of property subject to 
several mortgages. Orvis v. Powel. .xviii, 397 
mortgage to secure different notes; priority. 
Winters v. Franklin Bank.......... xviii, 377 
parties in foreclosure of junior mortgage. 
Jerome v. McCarter... .....ce00+ ee: xvi, 119 
second mortgagee not to set up usury against 
first. Pritchett v. Rollins (with notes), xv, 322 
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mortgagee not precluded by release of first 
mortgage from enforcing second. Gerrish 
 BicALk G36. dnem eae} otiakenneeanel xv, 123 
priority of mortgage executed by vendee in 
ssession before taking decd. Crane Ba 
MORNE 6.050 besa snwins 6 onnasecoese es 83 
how far second mortgagee can object to ae. 
rious first mortgage. Oberlin College v. 
RA AE ee eres xi, 100 
continuing to recognize subsequent mortgage 
as lien after foreclosure of prior, Wood v. 
MoClagham... 2.0 ccccccsccccersecccecs x, 330 
inadvertent assuming of prior mortgages ; 
rights of prior mortgagee. a v. 


Rogers. ....+-0+eeeeveeeeeees v, 55, 57; vi, 208 
priority ; equitable ee without notice. 
Hunter v. Walters............s0ssc0e- iii, 396 
rights of junior  Enanigngnnes, Davis v. 
Rogers... -...eeseseceeseeenseeeeeeees iii, 153 
question between senior and j junior mortgages. 
Langsdale v. Mills..... 1.2.22. cesses iii, 133 


foreclosure ; parties. 
parties under New York act. Scofield vy. 
DOREROE 6. on ¢cnsesccesecnsoniness xvii, 415 
parties ; whether prior mortgagees should be 
joined. Jerome v. McCarter.......... xv, 296 
parties in foreclosure; bankruptcy of owner 
of equity. Winslow v. Clark......... v, 57 
parties in foreclosure ; A gogo legal 
title. Brundage v. D. & F. Mus. Soc’y..v, 
parties in foreclosure. Hayward v. Stearns, iii, 379 
foreclosure on different parcels. 
equitable rules as to allowing mortgagee to 
resort to portions of estate otherwise in- 
cumbered. Kelly v. Whitney (in full), xix, 130 
selling mill and machinery together. Hill v. 
Farmers’, etc., N, Bank............. xviii, 475 
relative situation and value of parcels should 
be stated in referee’s report. Selkirk v. 
BROOM... « 6:0.0.6:0:90:0:0:00:50:. 6:0009% 0008.06 xvi, 151 
effect of release of one of mortgaged lots as 
against intermediate grantees. Taylor v. 


IN 6 5s cas sdnee conseeuonansis iii, 189; i, 316 
order of liability of parcels sold. McCullum 

Ti TN, 6.05452 «6s s00nenesessa ii, 420 
order of sale where several parcels. ” McKin- 

RA, Fs 6 beac cncregnasesess li, 335 


foreclosure on several distinct parcels ; their 
respective liability. Barney v. Myers. . .i, 487 
Soreclosure sale. 
discharge of surety by departure from terms 
of sale. Goodwin v. Simonson. . -Xviii, 199 
irregular sales. Shillaber v. Robinson. -Xvii, 352 
sale irregular by reason of neglect of referee 
to take oath. (N. Y.) Exchange Ins, Co. 
, BGR: : 0. saceupebibnsiotncelen xvii, 61, 95 
estoppel of mortgagee dissuading bidders. 
Jones v. Stewart. .......c005 sesceces xv, 498 
duties of referee appointed to sell; minis- 
terial. People v. Bergen.............. ix, 124 
constructive trust in favor of mortgagor im- 
posed on purchaser. Genet v. Davenport, 
vii, 231 
agreement by holder of judgment not to bid 
at foreclosure sale unlawful. Brackett v. 


WRMINI, ooo iccccccrnes peeesssekenees , 259 
what is sufficient power of sale. Colby v 
O60 i: 66 Snore eemrde:: on eeseasesee vi, 


wer of sale mo es; sale by mortgagee’s 

~ cansien “ater ede Island act. Rich- 

mond v. Hughes —......-. 20 eee eee i, 

foreclosure ; miscellaneous. 

grant of lease with mining rights by mortga- 

gor in possession inures to mortgagee on 
foreclosure. Elias v. Quarries Co......xx, 476 

staying suit to await result of accounting. 
ing v. Duryea. .........ceeeeceeeees xix, 297 
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discontinuance of suit on mee not per- 
formed ; waiver. Odell v. 
clause of New York code as : statement of 
interest in conveyance, construed. Ran- 
dell v. Van Ellert (remarked on) 
malicious moti ve of owner assigning mort, 
and assignee foreclosing, no defense. Mor- 
ris v. Tuthill 
taxable costs in foreclosure. (N. Y.) 
strong v. Murdock 
loss of rights by long delay in completing 
foreclosure proceedings. Fox v. Reeder, 
xvi, 
mortgagor’s affidavit of no usury, how far an 
estoppel. Payne v. Burnham (with notes). 
xiii, 
informal notice of foreclosure; mortgagor 
accepting surplus not estopped. Candee v. 
Burke 
validity of forclosure sale in state court 
against assignee. Lehihan v. Haman. .ix, 
foreclosure where defendant owned mortgage 
claimed to be prior lien. Dusenberry v. 


Arm- 


effect of tender rejected on mortgage lien. 
Harris v. J 

whole amount due on mortgage must be ten- 
dered, though holder does not own whole 
interest in mortgage. Graham v. Lenden, vii, 

pleading in feeodinnaen of wife’s mortgage ; 
averments as to separate estate; mortgage 
not void because bond is. Kidd v. Conway, 
vii, 267 ; (remarked on)............ ¢oce Vil, 

presumption as to death of absent mortgagor; 
validity of foreclosure against unknown 
infant heirs. Wheeler v. Scully 

foreclosure restrained where there was 
usurious agreement for forbearance, Bird- 
sall v. Patterson vii, 

statement of mortgage by wife; what aver- 
ments necessary. (Ill.) Williams v. Sout- 

vi, 

foreclosure by advertisement (N. Y.); affidavit 
of service, Mowry v. Sanborn ........vi, 

setting up mistake in terms of mortgage ; 
parties. Andrews v. Gillespie vi, 

assignment of mortgage by bank president in 
violation of duty; right of assignee to re- 
lease. Belden v. Meeker vi, 

waiver of entry to foreclose. Fletcher = 
Cary 

guviibonss by advertisement. 
bell v. Sibley 

foreclosing for full amount of shaved note. 
Crosby v. Roub 

petition he levying creditor of mortgagor for 
sale of premises and division of — 
Spencer v. Waterman 

waiver of rights by trustee in trust nett 
Johnson v. Robertson ii 

chancery suit to foreclose ; awardin q 
Northern Ill. R. R. v. Racine & M. R. R., i, 

foreclosure for default of interest ; installments. 

staying collection of principal on mortgage 

for default in interest. Osendorf v. Meyer, 


xx, 
clause as to principal becoming due on default 
in interest ; staying proceeding. = 
v. Stevenson 
clause making principal due on default of i > 
terest at mortgagee’s election ; waiver. 
Malcolm y. Allen.... . Seecececee-eces 
foreclosure for installment of mortgage debt. 
Malcolm v. Allen 
—: ~ weed ; setting aside sale ; vedeng. 
nN, 
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PAGE. 
setting aside sale for inadequate price. Clark 
v. Commissioners, etc......... xx, 494 
invalidity of order of court confirming fore- 
closure sale conditionally. Green v, Neb. 
k xx, 316 
extinguishment of mortgagor’s right of re- 
demption of leasehold by limitations. (Eng. ) 
Chapman v. Corpe 
when taxes paid by mortgagee after Pom 
closure sale may be deducted from purchase- 
money. Cornell v. Woodruff 14 
personal judgment proper against —— 
of bond and mortgage for deficiency 
Ofpeer v. Burshell i 
resale ; interest necessary to claim. 
Goodsell v. Harrington 
when judgment is an incumbrance as against 
purchaser on foreclosure; notice of lis 
pendens. (N. Y.) Fuller v. Purser... .xix, 
refusal to complete purchase ; resale on differ- 
ent terms from former sale ; first purchaser 
not liable for deficiency. Riggs v. Purcell, 
xviii, 
setting aside foreclosure where mortgage was 
on illegal consideration. Henderson v. 
Palmer (with notes) xvii, 
question as to parties entitled to appeal from 
decree. N.& B Alab. R. R., ex parte... .xvi, 
redemption by junior mortgagee. Frost v. 
Yonkers 8. Bank i 
mortgagor not liable for deficiency by reason 
of mortgagee’s negligence in enforcing fore- 
closure against grantee assuming mortgage. 
Russell v. Minberg (in full) xvi, 
action to recover deficiency ; pleading. Bache 


295 


withholding money by purchase to pay taxes. 
Osterburg v. N. Y. U. Trust Co xv, 

right to appear by attorney after judgment in 
foreclosure. Martine v. Lowenstein. ...xv, 

writ of assistance. Terrell v. Allison... .xii, 

writ of assistance to dispossess subsequent 
purchasers in possession at time of sale. 
Terrell v. Allison xi, 220; xii, 

disaffirming purchase at foreclosure sale ; 
what acts operate as affirmance. Ledyard 
v. Phillips i 

application to revive foreclosure judgment on 
death of mortgagor unnecessary as against 
heirs. Hays v. Thomas........... oe 

duties of referee as to paying off liens. 
Easton v. Pickergill x, 

compelling specific performance on foreclo- 
sure sale, as against wife claiming dower. 
Merchants’ Bank v. Thompson 

order for re-sale not carried out ; title of sub- 

uent takers, Trimm v. Mé 

liability of trustee of equity of redemption 
purchasing at foreclosure sale ; trust — 
tinues. Hubbell v. Medbury 

creditor’s bill toapply property rie deficiency. 
Nichols v. Tifft 

lien of judgment as against prior mortgage ; 
notice of lis pendens under New York act, 
Mitchell v. Smith 

assignment of judgment in foreclosure to un- 
derwriters paying insurance on loss occur- 
ring pending suit. Waring v. Loder.. .ix, 

application of proceeds to judgment. Ber: 
nolds v. Park 


satees' 8 : deed of premises void for not joining 
legal owners. Dawley v. Brown.......vii, 251 

setting aside sale under trust deed for inade- 
quate wrice, Stone v, Fargo . eee Vi, 278 
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cancelling foreclosure sale; right to foreclose drover not maintainable by assignee against 
again. Stackpole v. Robbins........... vi,+ 260 mortgagee taking chattels mortgaged. 
redemption ; mistake as to time in original CORE Bi oo 5. 6:s0066secanciceacaa xvii, 391 
decree ; reforming decree. Colwell v. War. 
CU padab std tasinvias accescuundse dead iv, 110 
distribution of surplus moneys on foreclosure. 
Clarkson v. Skidmore................. iii, 412 
rights of mortgagee as to deficiency after sale 
under mortgage. Snedaker, 7’¢......... ii, 360 
parties; redemption by purchaser of part of 
premises. Douglas v. Bishop........... i, 316 
redemption by subsequent creditor. McHenry 
| ee re kere i, 316 


redemption by mortgagor where mortgagees 
had sold and taken re-conveyance to them- 
selves. Parmenter v. Walker........... i, 240 
opening foreclosure. Bostwick v. Stiles...i, 164 
II, chattel mortgages ; connected topics: /fi2z- 
tures; crops. 
jiling mortgage. 
mortgage invalid for neglect to re-file; change 
of possession. Inglehart v. Haberstro, xix, 400 
when mortgage is “filed.” (Minn.) Gorham 
Wes 6.0’ s'0:0009:50 908554550 0505 xvii, 512 
re-filing. (N. Y.) Stockham v. Allard..... x, 258 
Stockham v. Allard.....x, 
Porter v. Parmley... .viii, 


neglect to file ; waiver by judgment creditor. 


SOE FBO os cccecdbbsapeneasasnies iv, 68 
miscellaneous. 
mortgages of stock in trade; provision for 
replacing goods sold. Phelps v. Murray 
COPTER OI oa 5.60 .0:6.0:5' 0004 60 -xvi, 142, 14 
continuance of possession ; sale, etc. South. 
Le ere ere reer rere re xvii, 511 
Blakeslee v. Rossman................ xvii, 193 
Be ©, COUNOE 65. oi ccc dsc cecsscceuas xv, 66 
ES ic onnckcusaauwceie xiv, 232 
BE BI oi ih4deeninbccesccess xiv, 296 
I III ain vncdeetdancos saad xi, 157 
DONOR D. PORUMIE 6 006 cccscicacecs viii, 296 
I caceed. 66endsacwdabesdnce viii, 59 
Os + dtc enns665066e Shaesawkide ¥ 18 
Bhowart v. Demeter... ...ccvsscscccsccece 40 
chattel mortgage on after-acquired goods in 
trade. Cadwell v. Pray........... ... xx, 235 
fraud in law; continuance of possession; 


mortgage of after-acquired chattels. Brett 
v. Carter (with notes) xiii, 361; iv, 232 
clause making mortgage continuing lien on 
goods afterward brought into store. —— 


ee rrr re 394 
mortgage not inclusive of after- acquired 
machinery. Leatham v. Amor....... xviii, 138 


mortgage on present and after-acquired prop- 
erty; sale and application to mortgagor's 
own use. Bloom, matter of ii 
mortgage of personal property to be subse- 
quently acquired. Williams v. Winsor 
(with notes) xvii, 
mortgage of articles to be subsequently 
acquired. Williams v. Briggs (in full), xvi, 


434 


ee 


359 
387 


ee ee ee 


73 
Cook v. Corthell...... .... xvi, 73 
possession of sale by mortgagor. Barnet v. 
Fergus PEN ee neers” DES Ae eee eee ii, 234 
continuing security. Griffiths, re......... ii, 18 
presumptions of fraud. Chatham v. Hawkins, 
xx, 276 


when machinery passes as against subsequent 
mortgage of realty. Keeler v. Keeler, xx, 235 

chattel mortgage to trustees for bondholders; 
failure to refile; one bondholder not to ob- 


tain preference over another. Fish v. N. 
We Ws We Bd a dh ckddighortnvesneas xviii, 17 

chattel mortgage, when valid and when void. 
Licdeain chek eee. eae wel xvii, 434 


Mobley v. Letts 
24 





chattel mortgage and contemporaneous writ- 
ten agreement, treated as one contract. 
Blakeslee v. Rossman xvii, 
estoppel to set up chattel mortgage against 
creditor. McLean v. Dow.... ......xvi, 
clause providing for summary taking posses- 
sion by mortgagee. Huebner v. Koebke, 


xvi, 
right of mortgagee to seize after one. 
Bragleman v. Dane........-.......-++ 
action in equity to foreclose. ities v. 
GEIGER n.cs. sicersnsccvesiee ooscsssicnseic xv, 
what description of property sufficient, - 
wood V. Brown. ..... ..sssccsccceses 
uncertainty as a cause of invalidity. Fowler 
v. Hoffman (with notes).............. 


seizure by mortgagee of the goods before y are 
fixed by himself for payment. Baxter v. 
Spencer. .........-see eee ce eereee xiii, 

assignee of chattel mortgage takes subject to 
equities of mortgagor. Pettilon v. Noble 
(remarked on) 295; 

purchase by mortgagee at foreclosure sale of 


chattels. Pulver v. Richardson _ 

notes). Kier edtprhins pebaenss 6eee buns 
default in payment of instalment. Haistead 

a err viii, 


validity of mortgage as to part of property 
though void as to the rest. Perrin, re, vii, 
waiver of forfeiture by receiving payment of 
debt. West v. Crar 
purchaser of goods subject to chattel-mort- 
gage not personally liable. Hamill v. Gil- 
lespie 
action of trover by mortgagee against inno- 
cent purchaser of the goods ; conditions of 
recovery. Bailey v. Godfrey (with notes), v, 
sales under power ; inadequate price. Ballou 
Wi SOIR 665.69 x55 4 < 1aeds ee cmaen iii, 
counter-claim by creditor seizing mortgaged 
goods and sued in replevin by mortgagee. 
Morgan v. Bronson.............seeee0- iii, 
mutual rights of mortgagor and mortgagee ; 
assignment by former. Hathaway v. Bray- 
ii, 
levy on mortgaged goods after possession 
taken and proceedings for sale by mort- 
gee. Nichols v. Mead 
notice of sale. Huggans v. Frayer 
Mother ; see parent and child. 
Municipal corporations, 
I. powers and liabilities generally ; officers ; 
contracts. 
II. municipal debts ; aid to 
railroads, ete. 
ITI. 
IV. 


V. 


i 


ee ee 


eee «ee 


issue of bonds ; 


municipal improvements ; assessments, etc. 
counties. 
connected topics : constitutional law ,; office 
and officers; mandamus; certiorari; tax- 
ation ; highways; schools; eminent do- 
main ; master and servant ; health; gas 
compa inies. 
I. powers cand liabilities generally. 
powers of city councils ; ultra vires, ete. 
Newport common council without authority 
to entertain British naval officers at public 
expense. Austin v. Coggeshall (with notes), 
xx, 
disqualification by interest of members of 
municipal board to vote. Oconto Supervi- 


Ti nkan cnn: 6444606 beeen ewes Xxx, 
lease of land for city water works void as 
ultra vires. Smith v. Newburgh...... xix, 


193 
394 


821 


210 


v, 518 


51 


363 
281 


273 
102 


negligence and torts ; care of streets, sewers.ete. 


303 


352 
397 
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Municipal corporations — continued. 
power of municipality to forbid nuisance 
though resulting from exercise of corporate 
Fnac P Northwestern Fertilizing ec zs 
ed WOE CR GD. 66s ccc: cecccccces 
validity of municipal ordinance forbidding 
corporation to maintain nuisance though 
authorized by charter. North-western ¥. 
Co, v. Hyde 
power to issue warrants to reimburse individ 
uals procuring right of way. for sewer. 
Stewart v. Council Bluffs............. xix, 


validity of city ordinance imposing license 
tax on attorneys. St. Louis v. Sternberg 
Ce IE obs ck ccctincccencennscées xix, 


taxation of steamboats hy municipal corpora- 
tions. Wheeling Tr. Co, v. Wheeling, xix, 
power of equity to prevent abuse of muni- 
cipal powers. Place v. Providence . .xviii, 
construction of clause in charter limiting suits 
against city. McGaffin v. Cohoes... .xviii, 
validity of city ordinance regulating use of lo- 
comotives within city. Richmond, etc., R. 


R. v. Richmond (in full)....... 06se00e xviii, 
legislative alterations of New York city char- 
ter. Demarest v. New York........ xviii, 


liability of city on contracts made for its 
benefit; implied authority. Kingsley v. 
Brooklyn (im fall) ......0s.eeeeeeees xviii, 
city cannot impose tax under power to regu- 
late laying pipes in streets. New Haven v. 


es Bhs WOUOE OD oc icc cscscserce sce xviii, 
> city ordinance in restraint of trade. Chicago 
v. Meker (with notes)..............4. xvii, 


power of municipal authorities to regulate 
hours of closing saloons. Plattsville v. 
DE Athiacebadaneks Sdedus \eeadas de xvii, 
validity of city ordinance for licensing houses 
of prostitution. (Texas.) Davis v. State 
(with notes) 
action to restrain formation of village corpora- 
tion. (N.¥Y.) People v. Clark 
power of board of aldermen to prohibit cattle- 
driving in streets. McConvill v. Jersey 
Cit xvi, 
public corporation not liable for damages done 
_— ultra vires, (Eng.) Wheeler v. Essex 


ee 


appropriations to benevolent institutious by 
city government. St. Mary’s School v. 
NE no eda tan. cebched cect acbadeees : xvi, 
restraining misappropriation of taxes at suit 
of tax payer. St. Paul v. McCarthy ...xvi, 
validity of act extending city’s taxable limits. 
Groff v. Frederick City................ xv, 
right of city to sue for converted funds, not- 
withstanding statutory right of people, 
Buffalo v. Lyon xv, 
power of New York common council as to 
city leases. Schank v. New York xv, 
question of implied repeal of provision of city 
charter. People v. Brooklyn Xv, 
action not maintainable on implied contract 
where express contract void under charter. 
McDonald v. New York. .. xv 
existing liabilities not affected by “change in 
charter. Broughton v. Pensacola..... xiv, 
conveyance of municipal lands; question 
when title vested and as to taxes. Calhoun 
County v. Am. Emigr. Co 
power of city common council to make appro- 
priations for entertaining guests. Tatham 
..-Xiv, 


re 


v. Philadelphia (with notes) ....... 
% for acts of officers under void 
Jhicago v. Turner (with notes), 
xiv, 


illegality of city ordinance providing for 


— y of ci 
rdinance. 
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Municipal corporations — continued. 
arrest of owners not paying dog tax. Wash- 
ington v. Meigs 

division of towns; mutual rights. 
ville v. Mason (with notes)....... 
= not liable for negligence of firemen. 
ays v. Oshkosh (with notes) 
cattle permits granted by township trustees 
to themselves, Fox v. Fox............ 
validity of bequest to municipality in trust 
for educational purposes. Hatheway v. 
Pg rere reer errr TT Tre 
abatement of nuisances ; power of common 
council to fill up canal, Babcock v. _ 
falo 
rule of common council as to time of cs 
ing operative after close of term of office. 
North v. Cary ents 
city ordinance forbidding erection of wooden 
buildings; consent of common council. —_ 
TT: sdicdintscccdseesrens sens 
contracts by New York city council for ide. 
brations ; acts construed. Quinn v. Mayor, 


ee 


Terre e eee eee ee eee ee ee 


ee 


extra compensation for town house contracted 
for at fixed price. Friend v. Gilbert... .ix, 
fire ordinances; power of common council] to 
require license fee. State v. Tryon.. . viii, 
illegal contract for monopoly of public market. 
Gale v. Kalamazoo viii, 
merely unwise or extravagant acts of city not 
within equitable control. Wells v. Atlanta, 


vi, 
quo warranto against municipality, Att.-Gen. 
v. Salem i 
members of common council not individually 
liable for official acts. Walker v. Hallock, iii, 
power of common council to regulate sale of 
liquors; effect of general act on same sub- 
ee rrr eee 
use of village streets by gas company, under 
agreement with trustees. Elmira G. Co. 
0 RP rerrererere rT are cr Te i 
delegation of powers. 
power of common council to regulate tolls 
not to be delegated. Lord v, Oconto...xx, 
common council’s powers not to be delegated. 
Birdsall v. Clark xvii, 
delegation of power to make regulations. 
Gregory v. Bridgeport.............. . xiii, 
licenses to cartmen ; delegation of powers of 
council, Brooklyn v. Breslin 
city ordinances. 
see also further on, publication of ordinances, 
prosecution for violating city ordinance a 
civil suit. Kansas v. Clark 
passage of ordinances ; statute requiring read- 
ing ‘ mandatory. Bloom v. Xenia (with 
MOONE). 6.0.5 ccd csdccdsmseesesenses eens xX, 
when penal actions are civil actions. Platte- 
ne We Bkchhexs) 2¢sacanesnasdaes xvii, 
trial of violation of municipal ordinance be- 
fore police justice. People v. Cox Sv, 
private action not maintainable for violation 
of city ordinance. Heeney v. Sprague (in 
See Pere e eee eee en mere Xv, 
arrest for violation of city ordinance must - 
made within city limits 
recovery of penalties for use of town. (R. 1) 
SO CR cas osntececeeseueseecs i, 
actions against cities, ete. 
property held for municipal purposes not 
liable to seizure on execution Klein v. 
OW GHAGIG,. 6 0.00.6 600006008 sees caens xix, 
misnomer of corporate defendant ; not ground 
for reversal. Anthony v. Richmond Bank, 
xviii, 


re 
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Municipal corporations — continued. 
set off of claims by municipality sued. Wood 


ee ME scecane b05 xeasanadess xvii, 
service on municipal corporation. (Va.) Alex: 
andria Co. Council v. Fairfax......... xvii, 


designation of municipality sued; what is 


variance. Hatheway v. New Baltimore, 
xi, 

public square not liable to execution for city 
Geet. Bement ¥. Beek... cscccccssses vy, 


municipal contracts. 
presentment of claim to council; condition as 
to forty days’ delay before suing. Murphy 
Wi SN c0nenansasanvksedasaens any XxX, 
extension of time for completion of street 
contract ; cannot be granted by board of 
supervisors after once refusing. Turner v. 
ce, ERE ETT ee erro ree 2s, 
liability to city of city contractor obstructing 
highway and making city liable. Rochester 
©, PN sb boca sesetenaseave ead xvii, 
work done for city under contract not in pur- 
suance of Jaw. Addis v. Pittsburgh. . xvii, 
discretion of city authorities as to accepting 


bids. Commonwealth v. Mitchell..... xv, 
sealed contracts in name of municipal officer. 
Providence v. Miller....... ..... xiii, 371, 
action to compel commissioners to accept pro- 
posals. Adams v. Ives.............. xiii, 
implied promise of city to pay rent of room 
hired for court. French v. Auburn..... xi, 


invalidity of contract for city work made 
with member of common council, Smith 
v. Albany (remarked on)............... xi, 
mandamus against city comptroller to compel 
payment of claims. People v. Green and 
PIs. kcckhse. nscds Keeeces ee ix, 
action against city for use of materials fur- 
nished to contractor. Hogan v. Brooklyn, 
viii, 

certificate of surveyor a condition precedent. 
Voorhis vy. New York 
award of contract on proposals ; commission. _ 
er’s certificate. (N. Y.) People v. Van 
POR. cis ssespiadovcwawdntsemeneaganss viii, 
contracting company liable for negligence of 
sub-contractor’s servants causing injury to 
traveler. Water Co. v. Ware......... viii, 
liability of street contractor for excavation. 
MN Hs ods occa dacss -ssaccane v, 
enjoining city from entering into contract. 
2... eR SO er ee i. 

publication of ordinances, ete. 

charter provisions as to designation of newspa- 
pers for publication of official notices, 
Peeps v. Troy (im fall)... .......60<65 XX, 
publication of intended assessment; certifi- 
cate of commissioners. (N. Y.) Burmeis- 


I Gaia. 5 c:n'55.5 465 s008 80 b88 xix, 
duties of city common council as to advertis. 
ing tax sales. Francis v. Troy ...... xviii, 


enjoining publication of delinquent tax-list in 
unauthorized paper. Sinclair v. Winona 


NT 600465060 cssb0k onsaenwneaes xv, 
omission to advertise ordinances. (N. Y. 
Lennon v. New York..... ... x, 170; viii, 
a of corporation newspapers under 
New York act. Folsom, 7v...... ix, 143; x, 
advertising ; duties of board. Leeds, matter 
Riptide cdpucserececeanesss sapnncanead ix, 


publication of notice. (N. Y.) Smith, re, viii, 
restraining city authorities from improper 
choice of newspaper to publish official pro- 
ceedings; paper cannot be made party to 


bill. Ger. P. Co. v. Ill. 8. Q. Co .......vi, 
publication of ordinance directing improve- 
ment. (N. Y.) Bassford, re........... vi, 
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PAGE. 
mandatory provisions as to publication pre- 
vious to assessment. Douglass’ petition, iv, 158 


municipal officers. 


discharge from fire department; review of 
commissioners’ findings on mandamus. 
People v. N. Y. Fire Comm’rs......... xx, 74 
removal of police commissioner Nichols in 
New York. Nichols, matter of....xx, 188, 261 
liability of municipal commissioners depart. 
ing from authority. Paulding v. Cooper, 
xix, 218 
fixing salaries of officers; exhaustion of 
powers of common council by once acting. 
ERG V, MAGGE.666cccsees San sees's ot xix, 420 
action by sealer of weights and measures for 
fees; neglect to stamp scale; power of 
city council to fix fees. Bangasser v. Citi- 
Bene’ Gas CO. . 2... cccccccocccccsones xix, 400 
indorsement of tax-drafts by treasurer's clerk 
without express authority; question of 
title. People v. N. Am. Bank ....... xix, 297 
power of mayor to veto ongubatniens by com- 
mon council ; Brooklyn charter. People v. 
POOGNE sc civodsavecanin «sales .«+ Xix, 217 
expenses of suit against commissioner of high: 
ways nota town charge. People v. Town 
PP 0 HOG -..-xix, 16 
sureties on water-register's bond not dis- 
charged by adoption of new ordinances. 
Cambridge Wi BIO i ncosessaccasacs xix, 461 
majority of quorum a sufficient majority of 
common council appointing officer. State 
a eer Caer xviii, 176 
town not liable to indemnify commissioners 
of highways for trespass committed under 
its authority. (N. Y.) People v. Esopus, 
xviii, 260 
removal of subordinate city employees with- 
out cause. People v. N. Y. Board, etc., xvii, 434 
action against ex-supervisor for failure to 
account must be in name of town. Haga- 


right of tax- payers to injunction against muni- 
cipal officers acting ultra vires. St. Mary’s 
School v. Brown .... .. ...... .s... Xvi, 418 
city not liable for acts of employee of board 
of instruction. Ham v. New York... .xvi, 228 
filling vacancies in county offices; absconding 
treasurer ‘‘ incapable” of duties of office. 
Washington C. Supervisors v. Senior ..xv, 358 
question of authority of mayor to make ap- 
pointments under Albany City charter. 
People v. Kilbourn................++- xv, 166 
question of what constitutes valid appoint- 
ment of city officer. People v. Fitzsimons, 
xv, 166 
compensation of New York corporation coun- 
sel; charter construed. O'Gorman v. New 
WOO isdiscshthldvictaseh ae xv, 186 
right of member of police force to hearing be- 
fore dismissal under New York act. Peo- 


ple v. Police Commissioners....... -xiv, 391 
relation of board of education to city of New 

York. Dannat v. New York..... .xiv, 296 
salaries of New York city officers. Taylor v. 

WOO Wri poss Ko0bsk 6s-505-44800n00% xiv, 330 


when city may indemnify officer for damages 
incurred in defending suits against him. 
Gregory v. Bridgeport ............... xiii, 14 

right of municipal officers to charge city for 
services as attorney. Niles v. Muzzey, xiii, 84 

commissioners not entitled to question consti- 
tutionality of laws under which they act. 


People v. Brooklyn Board............ xii, 362 
city liable for negligent acts of water commis- 
sioners. Aldrich v. Tripp ....... .... xii, 349 
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PAGE, 
duties of mayor under local charter; approval 
of bonds; veto power, North v. Cary ..x, 331 
reimbursing city officials for cost of defend- 
ing themselves against groundless investi- 
gation. Lawrence v. McAlvin.......... x, 92 
powers of New York common council; act 
authorizing appointment of janitor by jocal 
courts. Sullivan v. New York. ....... ix, 190 
powers and duties of dock commissioners of 
New York city; requisitions on comptroller. 
People v. Green........ ..s.seee viii, 214, 348 
power of New York common council to ap- 
int attendants for courts. Huber v. 
én) sats not cacckceeendenea eared vii, 413 
estoppel of town to show irregularities or 
fraud of town agents. Grand Chute v. 
Winegar (with notes)........... ..... vii, 246 
legalizing irtegular acts ; retrospective legis- 


lation. People v. Ulster C. Supervisors, vi, 
powers of Brooklyn water board. People v. 
SNINIOE 6000s din ecisceneedees sends v, 337 
powers of Central Park commissioners. C. P. 
Commissioners, matter of .............. v, 25 
removal of city attorne of vote of common 
council, Madison v. Korbly............ ii, 460 
accounting by town treasurers. Franklin 
Supervisors v. Kirby .... .........005- ii, 1 


election of trial justices by town council un- 
der Rhode Island act. State v. Stiness..i, 418 

II. municipal debts ; issue of bonds ; aid to rail- 

, ete. 

tn general. 

effect of recitals on face of bonds. Hackett 
WGN. - cocceesisecccessssscsccees xix, 317 

immaterial errors in form of bonds; submit- 
ting to voters. Supervisors v. Galbraith,xix, 338 

purchasers of municipal bonds chargeable 
with notice of enabling statute. United 
States v. Macon County......... . .Xix, 298 

implied power and duty of municipality to 
levy tax to meet lawful obligations. United 
States v. New Orleans (in full)........ xix, 292 

power of municipalities to borrow money ; 

Gause v. Clarks- 


power to issue paper. 

Ville (im full). ........2eseeeee se eeeeee xix, 253 
power of city to take notes as security for 

debt. Buffalo v. Bettinger... ........ xix, 315 


audit of public accounts ; successor in office 
cannot reopen account. State v. — 


IIs essdecccressecséicns cussions 416 
validity of —- by _ < ‘+ for itiegai 
bonds. Little Rock v. . Bank, xix, 96 
assessors’ affidavit of pant os electors not 
conclusive inst town. Springport v. 
Teutonia S. Bank...............05- xviii, 496 


running of interest on city orders after offer of 
may, A to pay and publication of notice. Read 
Is 5 0 on cc sawntesiceoneqeeee xviii, 336 
city bound by recitals notwithstanding irreg- 
ularities. San Antonio v. Mehaffy. ..-Xvili, 97 
recitals that statute authorizing issue was 
complied with ; pendency of injunction suit 
not notice. Warren County v. Marcy, xviii, 58 
township warrants not negotiable instruments. 
East Union v. Ryan..-..........e0006- xvii, 513 
invalidity of bonds not conforming to statute; 
act declaring them valid, void. Horton v. 
POI 6 660 660 cocdececccccecanne xvii, 334 
rules as to interest; interest after maturity 
and upon judgments on bonds. Cromwell 


v. Sac County (in full)................ xvii, 264 
void subscription; legalization ; recitals of 
bond. Barnes y. Lacon.............. xvii, 92 


overdue coupons attached to bond not notice 
of infirmities in origin ; purchasing at less 
than par value, Cromwell v, Sac County 


GB BET cc ccccccccccsceccces aecauweey xvii, 264 
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bonds issued in aid of toll bridge; Nebraska 
act. Dodge C. Commissioners v. Chandler, 
xvii, 90 
mandamus to compel payment of village in- 
debtedness ; warrant from auditors. (N. Y.) 
PE TIN, <b iesnsicdicssce egos xvii, 57 
issue of city bonds to gas company; F 4 
anty by company. Se fferson G. Co. v. 
Rt eer re: xvii, 56 
proof of bona fide holding ; presumption of 
power to issue. Macon County v. Shores, 
xvii, 35 
certificates of indebtedness of city of Chi- 
cago in excess of constitutional limits, void. 
BM Ws WORRIO. ccccccse b> sessecesess xvii, 138 
validity of act compelling payment of equit- 
able claims by city. Jefferson G. Co, v. 


| Ee See eer xvii, 56 
duty of city auditor to allow voucher. Lan- 
igen 'v. How Tork. ......cccescsccsess xvi, 264 


consolidation of city and county governments 
rights of holders of claims. Lanigan v. 
SS ee ee errr ers xvi, 264 

bonds enforced, though act authorizing issue 


not constitutionally passed. South Ottawa 
i SE 44. Shia cha kdb eas candeeene xiv, 407 
interest runs on city debt from demand only. 
Taylor v. New York.... .........00. xiv, 330 
authority of voters; Missouri act. Harsh- 
man v. Bates County ee alam eee eee’ xiii, 380 
effect of recitals and official signatures. Co- 
loma v. Eaves (in full)............... xiii, 293 
mandamus refused where remedy at law com- 
plete. Marsh v. Little Valley........ xiii, 164 
authority for issue; assent of tax payers. 
Venice v. Murdock (in full)........... xiii, 269 


repeal of act under which town bonds were 
issued. Marsh v. Little Valley.......xiii, 164 

validity of issue not guaranteed by seller of 

municipal bonds. Stis v. Cullum (in full), 
xiii, 292 

city not compellable by statute to contract 

debt for park. People v. Detroit (with 


I 6 de aia Sieg 00504 tes cnsesenson on xii, 114 
same principle applicable to separate coupons 
as to bonds. Clark v. Iowa City....... xi, 117 
statutory audit of claims in New York. —_ 
BU TIN. ooo: cod eow weds s eeenaens 77 
of manufacturers ; lending of credit by 
po Citizens’ Ass'n v. Topeka...... xi, 172 


town commissioners compelled to account to 
town for bonus received as inducement for 
sale of town stock, Griggs v. Griggs...xi, 79 

jurisdiction of equity to enforce payment of 
corporate bonds. Heine v. Levee Commis- 
I Ts 6.66 4 ecen dcncdcanonses ix, 428 

power of municipalities to borrow and issue 
== discussed. Nashville v. Ray (in 


 aikvcaedemiieseasidisdleendcntased , 271 
claims against city of New York ; audit, po 
People v. Board of Audit,....... .... viii, 264 
loaning town credit for private enterprises. 
PS reece ee viii, 142 
city not compellable to incur debts for park. 
People v. Chicago........ ...+ss++se05- ii, 254 


town scrip enna for free bridge ; limit of 
= a debt. (Ilowa.) Dively v. Cedar 
RSS ee ere eee i, 


municipal aid to railroads. 


statute authority for town aid to be strictly 

followed. Lamoille V. R. R. v. Fairfield, 
xx, 475 

Mississippi railroad aid statutes construed. 
Supervisors v. Galbraith............. xix, 339 

effect of decision invalidating after issue ; 

preliminary proceedings. Orleans v. Platt, 
xix, 339 
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town liable on bonds prematurely issued by 
town officers. Brooklyn v. Etna Ins. Co., xix, 361 
question as to irregularity in issue of county 
bonds in aid of railroads. Daviess v. Huide- 
sy Te xix, 201 
action by creditor of railroad to compel issue 
of bonds voted by county. Smith v. Fort 
Scott, etc., R. R....... amd sw senmaigins Toit xix, 360 
proceedings for bonding town ; the applica- 
, tion. Williamsboroughv.N.Y.,etc.,R.R.xix, 218 
quia timet ; action by town to have railroad-aid 
bonds declared invalid. Springport v. 
Teutonia 8, Bank................ xviii, 496 
conditions of subscription; change of condi- 
tions at subsequent election; ultra vires. 
Illinois M. R. R. v. Waynesville Superv’rs. 
xviii, 119 
invalidity of bonds, even held by bona fide 
holder. Bates County v. Winters... .xvii, 291 
when invalidity cannot be set up in action by 
holder against town commissioners. Ox- 


ford N. Bank v. Wheeler............ xvii, 154 
assent by two-thirds of qualified voters. Cass 

County v. Johnson (in full).......... ..Xvi, 433 
publication of notice to voters Hetfield v. 

NI 5 ritiirnd nia nnsa'st we adedeene tl xvi, 55 


effect of consolidation of companies on sub- 
scriptions. Scotland County v. Thomas, xvi, 51 
validity of bonds in excess of lawful amount. 
Williamsport v. Commonwealth (with 
Ee ee ees NC xvi, 311 
conditions as to issue imposed by towns ; up- 
authorized agreement by town officerd, 
Buffalo, etc., R. R. Co. v. Weeks...... xvi, 14 
defects in statutory formalities; notice 
to trustee for bondholder. Johnson C. 
OComam’re ¥. Thayer. ....... cccccccees xvi, 67 
Illinois act. Middleport v. Iroquois C. 
sp nO PERS Ler oer rere xvi, 70 
effect of resolution of city authorities indorsed 
on bonds. Griffin v. Macon Bank...... xv, 374 
effect of recitals. Douglass C. Comm’rs v. 
MR: 6. bss tnnnn das dosabeenseeee xv, 253 
question of notice to purchaser of fraud in 


obtaining county bonds sold. County 

os Ee ee emer re xv, 204 
defenses by county. Leavenworth C. Comm’rs 

| Ree eee ee xv, 160 


town officers not relieved from duties by resig- 
nation with purpose of defeating town 
creditors. Badger v. United States....xv, 160 

question whether clause of constitution retro- 
active. Callaway County v. Foster....xv, 5 

effect of recitals, etc. Humbolt Township v. 


I 60 660654 045ccdecensesen xiii, 413 
town bonds. Colorado v. Eaves........ xiii, 228 
construction of act authorizing town aid. 

Douglas v. Chatham ................ xiii, 14 


town railroad aid bonds; power of legislature 


to regulate method of subscription. 

Duanesburgh v. Jenkins ....... oo ost OM 
validity of Michigan enabling act. Pine 

ManCO T, TONE. 6 5.6. o.0cis ds v000ivsdeses x, 350 


subscription by resolution of county accepted 
by company and pursuant acts. Nugent v. 


Supervisors ......... Peer err Ieee x, 314 
enabling acts of legislature. Queensbury v. 

BU Gittccgasae «0ia0sbdencanenddt x, 314 
suing town on couponsalone. Queensbury v. 

Css Setccasacensice pial ieadlivcigsh x, 314 
review of authorities. Commissioner v. Mil- 

ler (remarked on)...............seee0e- x, 260 
New York act; petitioners to be majority of 

tax payers. People v. Smith........... x, 41 


bonding towns in aid of railroads ; proceed- 
ings under New York act. People v. — on 


LC. ee err 
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federal court cannot enforce collection of 
claim against municipality by seizure of 
taxable property of citizens. Rees v. Water- 
Prete er ere ix, 
constitutionality of New York acts permittin 
local aid to railroads. Queensbury v. Cul- 
ver (remarked on).........se-esseeeees ix, 221 
revocation by tax payers of subscriptions ; 
power of county clerk ; requisites of cor- 
porate consent. People v. Hulbert..... ix, 82 
town subscriptions; commissioners’ bonds ; 
what is a revokable subscription. People 


G,. BOE. hha oo 6 ic 0tsbdevnsacgioas ix, 
validity of county aid to railroads. Olcott v. 
Supervisors ; St. Joseph v. Rogers...... ix, 
withdrawal of consent by tax payers. People 
TMI, 5:5.4565.0504_ ences cudesanset viii, 297 
fraudulent issue of bonds; cancellation. 
Venice v. Breed............... civ bene viii, 221 


issuing bonds under New York acts; cer- 
tiorari by tax payer. People v. Morgan, viii, 217 
withdrawal of consent by tax payers. People 
V. TOR 6s se sicidwsceccss 230-545 viii, 221 
power of state legislatures to authorize muni- 
cipal subscriptions; effect of recitals on 
face of bonds. St. Joseph v. Rogers (in 
ey See ee Ssieib: ite SRG: 08) Ce vii, 362 
what is ‘‘ public use”; taxation for railroad 
purposes. S. & V. R. R. v. Stockton’. .viii, 28 
towns not compellable by statute to aid con- 
struction of railroad. People v. Bacheller 
“er hae: RE ee viii, 120, 261 
action to compel town railroad commissioners 
to account. (N. Y.) Griggs v. Griggs, vii, 238 
certiorari to review proceedings to bond town 
for railroad aid. People v. Hill. ...... vii, 220 
petition for issue of town bonds ; signing of 
petition. People v. Freer........... vi, 326 
proceedings in bonding towns under New 
York act. R. M., etc., R. R. v. Cuyler, vii, 12 
reviewing proceedings of county judge. (N.Y.) 
People v. Knowles....... ... i 
proceedings to bond towns; uisites of 
jurisdiction of county judge. Keenholts v. 
Cooperstown, etc., R. R....... ... vi, 192, 193 
Iowa act authorizing municipal aid to rail- 
roads constitutional. Stewart v. Polk Co. 
Supervisors (with notes) ........... 8, § 
unconstitutionality of New York act appro- 
priating railroad tax to purchase of town 
railroad aid bonds. Phelps v. Williams (in 
pag: EE TE OT CTE v, 204 
action for interest on defendant’s tardy pay- 
ments of subscription. Southern C. R. R. 
Pi NON so 556 Kha dn obs ss es dbentnueed v, 125 
validity of donation by town of money in aid 
of railroad. (Ill.) Chicago, etc., R. R.v. 
GOED cass bsiccdsbdcs tc cdscciesnccakan v, 73 
validity of municipal bonds issued under 
Michigan act before decision against their 
constitutionality. Taylor v. Battle Creek ; 


Talcott v. Pine Grove...........-..+. vy, 55 
taxation in aid of railroads unconstitutional. 
Whiting v. Sheboygan, etc., R. R....... v, 110 


bonding towns for railroad aid; New York 
act; jurisdiction of county judge. People 
v. Smith, iv, 64; People v. Merrill (re- 
NE GOR 6.0655553 ddedeeemanae iv, 152, 159 
ratification of illegal issue by county supervi- 
sors ineffectual. Marsh v. Supervisors (in 
full and remarked on)..... ....... iii, , 486 
payment of illegal income tax by railroad in 
behalf of city issuing bonds to road under 
special agreement. Baltimore v. Balt. R. 
Whnh6sbcae- ncadaciotins ioe teen fii, 455 
special statutes authorizing aid to be — 
pursued, People v. Adirondack Co,....iii, 254 
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acts authorizing local aid to railroads, Han- 
son v. Vernon iii, 173 

removal of railroad commissioners from office 
by county judge. (N. Y.) People v. 7“ ” 

certiorari to county judge removin commis 

sioners for illegal = e under vdien 
act. People v. Burnside iii, 91 

donations to railroad void ; injunction at suit 

of tax payer. Harney v. Ind., etc., R. R., 
iii, 73 

effect of consolidation of company guaran- 
teeing city bonds. Wright v Mil. & St. 4 
R.R i, 258 
see also People v. Salem , 268 

Ill. er and torts ; care of streets, oateie 


7 topics : highways ; negligence. 
miscellaneous liabilities. 
city not liable for wrongful acts of police. 
Calwell v. Boone 
not liable for aagligun driving of hose-cart 
on parade in centennial celebration by order 
of common council. Smith v. Rochester (in 
full) , 455 
not liable for injury from hose-cart arading 
under order of council ultra vires. Smmith v. 


destroying building to stop fire ; statute con- 
strued. People v. Buffalo............ xix, 336 
rights of adjoining owner in case of mis-use 
of street by city. Morrison v. Hinkson, xix, 98 
city not liable for willful negligence of police 
in making arrest. Pollock’s Adm’r v. 
Louisville (with notes) xviii, 202 
liability of city for negligence of contractor 
in blasting. Joliet v. Harwood = 
notes) 
diversion of water by selectmen from Bee 
iff’s spring to watering trough. Suffield v. 
Hathawa xviii, 175 
city not liable for failure to supply water to 
— fire. Taintor v. Worcester (with 
xvii, 418 
city Tiable for excavation by company con- 
cwnsting city water-works. Butler v. Ban- 


gor 
city not liable for defect in public school- 


house. Hill v. Boston (with notes). ..xviii, 218 
liability of city for careless blasting by con- 
tractor. Joliet v. Harwood....... .. xvii, 172 
when city is not liable for negligence of com- 
mon — N. Y., etc., Lumber Co. v. - 
ii, 1 
se not “inte any contractor’s negligence. 
rie v. 
city not liable , defective plan of public 
work. Lansing v. Toolan (in full)... ..xvi, 
ligence of town authorities as to statutory 
uties concerning small-pox. 
Vinalhaven 


alana new municipal board not liable for po 
of predecessor. Barkley v. Levee Comm'rs, 
xv, 29 
surface water running off through new city 
street. Union v. Durkes -xii, 178 
liability of members of highway board for 
unlawful order, and of surveyor acting un- 
der it. (Eng.) Mill v. Hawker ii, 78 
blowing up buildings to check conflagration ; 
Massachusetts statute. Bowditch v. Bos- 
ton (with notes)........-.e0-eeeeeee: .xi, 342 
fire limits ; when reasonable. Hine v. New 
Haven ,. eee eee eee eee were eee ee eee -xi, 
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city not liable for injury from neglected grad- 
ing over basement. Littlefield v. ei 
63 
city not liable for negligence of fire depart 
ment, Hays v. Oshkosh (with notes).. 19 
city not liable for destroying buildings to stop 
re. Field v. Des Moines (with notes) . 
city not responsible for negligence of pe Niro 
in enforcing ordinance. Elliott v. Phila- 
delphia ; Odell v. Schroeder 
ne ligence of fire department. 
ew Haven (with notes) . 
non-liability of city for negligent perform- 
ance of public governmental duty. Hewi- 
son v. New Haven 
liability of city for dangerous excavation on 
public common, Oliver v. Worcester. ..v, 
town bridge carried upon plaintiff's land by 
freshet. Livezey v. Philadelphia 
duty to light dangerous excav ~ at night. 
Dolan v. Brooklyn 
liability for liberty pole carelessly taken down 
by park gardener, Gilmartin v. New York, i, 


i 
Jewett v. 


duties as to sewers. 


set-back of sewerage from city drain into pri- 
vate drain connected without authority. 
Ranlett v. Lowell 
liability of city for insufficient sewers. Fair 
v. Philadelphia xix, 341 
location of drains ; judicial and ministerial 
acts. Darling v. Bangor xviii, 294 
liability of municipality for negligence in 
drainage done under statute at owner's ex- 
pense. Hall v. Batley 192 
use of sewers for other than ordinary pur- 
s. Stoudinger v. Newark i 
right of city to obstruct street in construct- 
ing sewer. Williams v. Tripp xv, 
re of powers of drainage board. Cook 
MDS ShEvsdbiacnriactape eee 3465 xv, 172 
flooding private premises by cutting sewers. 
Ashley v. Port Huron (in full) 81 
damages for location of drain. Jackson v. 
Portland xii, 45 
ay oy to house owner for obtructed sewer. 
ery v. Lowell 2, & 
neglect of city authorities to watch condition 
of sewers; notice; rule of damages for 
— building at time of injury. 
Tro, 


860 
discretion of Croton aqueduct board as to 
sewerage assessments. Ellsworth, re ..ix, 156 
application by sewerage commissioners for 
opening of street. (N. Y.) Fowler, re, viii, 411 
injury by defective sewer ; causing overflow 
= adjoining property. Harper v. Milwau- 
viii, 
duty of city under powers conferred by char- 
ter; discretion; excuse. Hines v. Lock- 


po 
liability of city for insufficient sewerage. 
Loewenthal v. New Yor 
restraining municipality from draining upon 
adjoining land, without acquiring it by 
eminent domain. Pettigrew v. Evansville,v, 188 
duty of city to keep sewers in order. Mc- 
Carthy v. Syracuse . iv, 352 
when city liable for injury from sewers, 
Clark v, Providence... ........+6+- -iii, 


care of sidewalks. 


iron cover of cellar hole in sidewalk worn 

slippery, held a defect. Cromarty v. Boston 
xx, 457 

power to pass ordinances as to removal of 

snow on sidewalks. Gridley v. Blooming- 
ton (in full).....++ seecereeeeeeress eXVill, 488 | 
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city liable for icy sidewalk. Dooley v. Meri- 
en (with notes)... . ..seseeeeees xviii, 148 
action over against owner by city suffering 
recovery for defect in sidewalk, Jansen v. 
Atchison (with notes) xv, 19 
when question of safety of sidewalk is for 
jury. Clemence v. Auburn xiii, 450 
city liable for dangerous sidewalk under re- 
air by adjoining owner. Boucher v. New 
aven i 
obstruction on sidewalk; express notice to 
city. Ploedterll v. New York x, 
falling of wooden awning over sidewalk; 
secret defects. Hume v. New York....vi, 
duty of repairing village sidewalks. (N. 2 
Ellis v. Lowville 
dut ty of village to repair sidewalks. (N. ¥) 
askell v. Penn Yan 
slipperiness of sidewalks from ice, Good- 
nough v. Oshkosh 
defective sidewalks ; notice. 
streets and highways generally ; defects. 
allowing dead horse to lie in the street; 
frightening of plaintiff's horse. Fritsch v. 
Al a gen B (in full) 
injury to which plaintiff's driver —— 
Otis v. Janesville 


v. 
‘burden of proof; inference of contributory 
negligence. Cassidy v. Angell 
duty of municipality to fence side of road; 
runaway horse. Pittston v. Hart (in full), 
xx, 
liability of town for negiect to repair. Coats 
GS 0 0:50: 0ipncds secndepeasesune xx, 
authority of city charter as to ‘‘ working” 
and ‘‘ repairing” streets; terms defined. 
Read v. Buffalo 
excavations; rights of city against parties 
making in street. Davis v. Clinton....xx, 56 
runaway horse coming upon defects in street. 
Ring v. Cohoes (in full) 472 
stepping into hole in sidewalk ; notice to city, 
etc. Nevin v. Rochester 315 
liability for trench in street dug by adjoining 
owner. Weed v. Ballston Spa 421 
town liable for injury from defect to horses 
turned loose. Dumas v. Hampton 97 
care necessary in selecting horse; in treat- 
ment of injury,etc. Tuttle v. Farmington, 
xix, 37 
liability of English highway and sewer 
authorities for defective highway. Smith 
v. West Derby Board , 18 
town not liable for i meee outside of traveled 
path. Blake v. Newfield xviii, 477 
city. liable for dangerous awning. Hume v. 
New York xviii, 357 
liability of municipality for injury by sur- 
face water from street. akefield v. 
enue (in full).... 
liable for horse backin eng unprotected 
ps Kennedy v. New xvii, 454 
recovery not prevented by slight contributory 
negligence. Griffin v. Willow xvii, 370 
town not liable for defect to one injured 
while racing. McCarthy v. Portland, xvii, 391 
street unsafe as matter of law. Priedeaux v. 
Mineral Point 
aged purblind person not negligent in merely 
walking streets. Peach v. 
notice to city. Hall v. Fond du Lac 
city liable a allowing bears to be exhibited 
in streets, frightening horses. Little v 
Es ocncescceaceescsttssescssacs 0 
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liability for aw obstruction of streets. 
Simmer v. St. Paul .. xv, 493 

negligence ac 2 of fact, De Forest v. 


duty of city to provide safe gy be 
remote and proximate cause. Roc ha v. 
Tripp xv, 165 
action for damages not maintainable for fail- 
ure of city to open street. Webster v. Chi- 


failure of city to light streets ; lighting neglt- 
gently. Freeport v. Isbell 
duty of city to keep safe. Phelps v. Mankato, 
xv, 148 
plaintiff injured in extricating his horse from 
defective bridge. Page v. Bucksport (with 
notes) .. . Xiv, 67 
frightened horse falling over unfenced em- 
bankment. Hey v. Philadelphia (with 
xiii, 301 
skittish horse falling into excavation. Town- 
ship v. Merkhoffer (with notes)... ....xiii, 301 
city’s liability for defective street. Barnes v. 
Dist. of Col xiii, 274 
ice and snow; measure of damages. Mc- 
Laughlin v. Corry 
city liable for dangerous projection over 
street. Grove v. Fort Wayne (with notes), 
xii, 131 
Clark v. Leba- 


horse frightened by defect. 
xii, 45 


show-tent a nuisance and defect. 
Norwich (with notes) | 246 
want of railing; injury to plaintiff while 
backing wagon to avoid train. Gillespie v. 
Newburgh 
act as to cleaning streets of New York city 
construed, Leverich v. New York... . viii, 
duty of traveler knowing highway to be dan- 
gerous. Lyman v. Amherst (with notes), 
viii, 5 
duty of town to fence. Chapman v. Cumber- 
land treas’r 267 
what amounts to notice to city. Bill v. Nor- 
viii, 395 
objects calculated to frighten horses. Ayer 
v. Norwich viii, 396 
town liable for loss of money in pocket of 
laintiff injured by defect. Woodman v. 
ottingham (with notes) vi, 
vindictive damages not recoverable. Chicago 
v. Langlass.... v, 416 
defect in way dedicated but not formally ac- 
cepted. Manderschid v. Dubuque 
plaintiff driving at unlawful rate when 4 
jured. Baker v. Portland 
liability of cities for defective streets. 
troit v..Blackeby (remarked on), v, 171, 221; 
(in full) i, 
liability of towns for bridges. (N. Y.) ‘Beck- 
with v. Whalen 
objects calculated to frighten horses; defect 
oshay v. Glen Haven 
work done on public road by conutivesten 
— of town supervisors. Cook v. Deer- 
eld 
provisions in city charter as to duty of city to 
keep streets in repair, not acontract. Brad- 
ley v. McAtee 
duties of townships as to repairing bridges 
and culverts. (Mich.) Leoni v. Taylor, iv, 267 
bok notice to town. Colley v. —— a 
iv, 
of city to repair under charter provisions, 
es v. Lockport............ accesso oe 
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ects frightenin horses; when defects. 
a v. Glen _ o iv, 16 
when town liable for objects frightening 
horse. Bartlett v. Hooksett iii, 497 
duties of cities as to care of streets ; accept. 
ance. Requa v. Rochester ....... --lii, 
common council not authorized to permit ob. 
struction of street. N. Y. C.R.R. v. Utica, 
iii, 
duty to erect barrier where bridge danger- 
ous, or give notice otherwise. Thorp v. 
Brookfield 
notice of defect. Colley v. Westbrook... .ii, 
injuries by sleds coasting. Hutchinson v. 
Concord i, 
objects on margin of highway frightening 
orses. Morse v. Richmond 
Foshay v. Glen Haven 
attempting to pass over defective walk. 
Kavanagh v. Janesville 
defects caused by sudden freshets. Clark v. 
Corinth 5 
IV. municipal improvements ; assessments, etc. 
connected topics: eminent domain ; consti- 
tutional law ; railroads ; ferries ; etc. 
what is liable to assessment. 
liability of sleepers and rails of street railroad 
to assessment for city improvement. T. & 
L. R. R. v. Kane 434 
assessment invalid on sewer built on unopened 
street. Rhinelander, re 273 
exemption from taxation inapplicable to bet- 
terments. Boston 8. F. Soc. v. Boston (with 
notes) 
cemetery not liable to assessment for i improve- 
ment. Louisville v. Nevin (with notes), 
xi, 


67 


135 


~ cannot create lien by assessing its own 

and for local improvements. Dowdney v. 
New York 

taking land occupied by railroad ; assessing 
benefits on railroad. Bridgeport v. B.Y. 
&N.H. RR 

for improvement taking lands held by city 


289 


v, 367 


Ninth Avenue, mat- 


for special a Q 
oda, 


ter of.. 
damages for ‘land taken. 
measure of damages in action to recover com- 
pensation for easement taken. Dobson v. 
Cincinnati iii. 457 
payment of damages within reasonable time 
after right of entering is vested. Fink v. 
Newark xviii, 
time of estimating value of land taken. Staf- 
ford v. Providence (with notes). ii 
land taken for streets; when title vests. 
Rider v. Stryker 
interest on damages for land taken to - 
ov street. (N. Y.) Hammersley v. 
k 


63 


eee ee eee eee eeee 


72 
51 
toes 


circumstances admissible on question of dam- 
Pulver v. Harris...............- v, 174 
city not entitled to compensation for strip of 
park taken for street. Ninth Avenue, etc., 
matter of. ......c000 janeeieeeeteees iv, 
rules as to benefits. 
nature of the benefits which are to be deducted 
from damages. Cross v. Plymouth...xix, 118 
the foot front rule unconstitutional ; proving 
street widening uncalled for. Craig v. 
Philadel phia 
vacating assessment for omission of propert 
benefited, etc. N. Y. Pr. E. School, re, m4 176 
act directing opening of streets ; delegation 
of power to fix district of assessment. 
Brooklyn Commissioners, matter of..xviii, 198 





Municipal corporations — continued. PAGE. 
tax must include whole of benefited district. 
State v. Fuller.... ii 
what constitutes abutting property. Douglass 
v. Cincinnati i 
validity of Pennsylvania act providing for 
assessment of cost of paving on adjoining 
lots. Heidekoper v. Meadville Xv, 287 
act assessing suburban property in proportion 
to frontage. (Penn.) Steeley v.Pittsburg,xv, 257 
act authorizing city to pave street at abutter’s 
expense void in Tennessee. Taylor v. Hart 
(remarked on) xiv, 401 
assessment of adjoining lots for highway im- 
rovements. (Wis.) Johnson v. Milwau- 
446 
assessing cost of flagging sidewalks on princi- 
ple of frontage. State v. Jersey City ..xi, 
discretion of commissioners in assessing bene- 
~ “ disinterested ” persons. (N. Y.) — 


m4. of assessment ; principle of ienctie 
People v. Rochester 

act for making of public avenue must itself 
prescribe manner of distributing of expense. 
State v. Hudson C. Commissioners i 

setting aside commissioners’ assessments ; 
assessments by lineal front foot. State v. 
Passaic ix, 827; xi, 9 

rule as to benefits. Terry v. Hartford. ..viii, 396 

drainage of lands; apportionment of assess- 
ment. (N. Y.) People v. Jefferson County 

viii, 317 

what property assessable for expenses; special 
act. ade, re viii, 313 

act invalid imposing assessment for improve- 
ment for benetit of general public. Hammet 
v. Philadelphia 

assessment according to benefits. 


Hoyt v. “Bast 
ii, 334, 


327 


mode of assessing benefits. 
inaw 
damage caused by grading, etc. 
raising grade of street ; city not liable for 
surface water. Lynch v. New York (in full), 
xix, 
city not liable for consequential damages 
caused by street improvement. Northern 
Tr. Co. v. Chicago 298 
city not liable to property-owners for damage 
done in fixing grade of street. Fellows v. 
New Haven 
liability for injury to adjoining owners by 
change of grade. Youngstown v. Moore, 
xvii, 
city liable for flooding plaintiffs cellar by 
change of street grade. Inman v. Tripp 
(in fall) i 
change in street grade. Dore v. Milwaukee, 
xvi, 
action not maintainable for damage caused by 
lawful change of grade. Pontiac v. Carter 
(in full) ii 
assessing damages for change of grade. 
Riper v. Essex Road 
city not liable for consequential damages 
from grading. Terre Haute v. Turner (with 
notes) 
miscellaneous. 
vacating assessment for paving; laches. Lord, 
petition of xXx, 
abandonment of improvements by city ; ; dam- 
ages for acts affecting land-owners before 
abandonment. Baltimore v. Musgrave, xx, 
assessment paid before application cannot be 
vacated under laws of 1858. Santiago 
Lima, matter of..... Rb6vsideore’s eevee eXX, 52 
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tions — continued. PAGE, 
limit of expenditure on public work ; con- 
struction of act for building of Brooklyn 
bridge. People v. Kelly (remarked on), 
xx, 44 
correcting error in assessment by certiorari. 
Kennedy v. Troy 498 
appropriation by city authorities of money 
awarded for street improvement to assess- 
ments. Hatch v. Mayor xix, 480 
recovery of money paid for betterments; 
voluntary payment. Grand Rapids v. 
Blakely xx, 220 
municipal power to tax under special act to 
pay water-bonds. People v. L. I, City, xix, 178 
power in charter to alter streets no authority 
for permanent narrowing. Vincent Or- 
phan Asylum v. Tro, xix, 116 
act imposing assessment for benefits without 
notice, invalid. Stuart v. Palmer...xviii, 98 
vacating assessments for technical defects, 
special act. 76 
recovery back of illegal assessment volun- 
tarily paid. Elizabeth v. Hill 
estoppel of owner procuring improvement to 
set up "reseed of act. Bidwell 
v. Pittsbur, 
defect in sidewalk put down by adjoining 
owner on own responsibility. Marquette 
v. Cleary 
what is ie process of law ; municipal assess- 
meuts. Davidson v. New Orleans Adm’rs, 
xvii, 
strict compliance with prescribed form of 
commissioners’ oath required, Morris v. 


action to set aside lien of assessment. Boyle 


vacating paving assessment ; burden of proof 
as to previous payment. Willett, matter 
of xvi, 334 
fixing amount of erroneous assessment in- 
stead of setting aside. (N. Y.) wart 
Orph. Ass. Soc vi, 223 
assessments under New York laws of 1840 ; 
limitation as to value. Cram, matter of. 
xvi, 118 
right of action for work done for city depend- 
ent on confirmation of assessment by com- 
mon council. Tone v. New York.....xvi, 102 
proceedings of city not reviewable in equity. 
(N. ¥.) Guest v. Brooklyn xv, 493 
invalidity of act repealing power of assess- 
ment previously given and acted on by city. 
Goodale v. Fennell 
giving notice to owners to pave; question of 
sufficiency of notice. Philadelphia vy. Ed- ™ 
1 
authority of city commissioners of assess- 
ment. People v. Syracuse........... xiii, 42 
“— of notice not remediable by subsequent 
islation. State v. Plainfield 172 
wala illegal assessment blended. State 
. *. Plainfield xii, 172 
right of city to surplus soil obtained by im- 
proving street. Bissel v. Collins (with 
notes) 
taking land by city of New York for street 
improvement; award. Fisher v. New 
Work, .....cccscccccccesccccscoesses oo2eXi, 242 
power of legislature in regulating assess- 
ments. Van Antwerp, re x, 410 
estoppel to contest assessment. Sharp, re, x, 346 
action to restrain collection of assessment. — 
Y.) Longley v. Hudson , 816 
action to set aside assessment, (N. Y.) Marsh 
V. Brooklyn. ..ccce-ccccccesees ee aS 4: x, 


25 
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assessments for draining overflowed land ; 
power of county court. (N. Y.) People - 
Jefferson County Court 
right to have proceedings set aside lost by 
neglect to apply. State v. Elizabeth...ix, 328 
ascertaining taxable value of town ; assess- 
ment need not be valid. People v. Oliver, 
viii, 382 
proceedings in taking land for park under 
special statute. (N. Y.) Albany Comm'rs, 
viii, 380 
proceedings to vacate assessment ; inequality 
produced by neglect of owners ‘to proceed, 
(N. Y.) DeLancey, ve viii, 251 
power of New York common council as to 
street improvements; competitive bids. 
Dugro, re 
vacating assessment for local improvement in 
New York city; publication, Bassford, re, 
vii, 391 
publication of assessments in New York city. 
Smith, matter of vii, 348 
consequential damages for removal of earth 
in making street improvement; taking 
gravel from another street. Delphi v. 
Evans ii 
proceedings of commissioners of estimate, etc., 
under special act for street widening. 
Mayor of New York, re 
estoppel of owner rt es 
to set up non-compliance of contractor with 
contract. Sesestiiie v. Pfister (remarked 
on vi, 349 
damages for land of railroad company em- 
braced within limits of park ; assessments 
for park ; benefits. Riverside Park Com- 
missioners, matter of 
vacating assessment ; irregularities in sewer 
assessment. (N. Y.) N. Y. Public School, re, 
vi, 186 
power of city as to authorizing railroad com- 
any to use street. (N. Y.) Clarke v. 
lackmar 77 
construction of acts relating to drainage of 
swamp lands. (N. Y.) , 882 
sales and leases for non-payment of assess. 
ment proceedings (N. Y.); confirmatory 
statutes. Hopkins v. Mason v, 835 
correcting report of commissioners of esti- 
mate and assessment. Central P. Commis- 
sioners, matter of 
constitutionality of act curing defects in 
assessments, determining property bene- 
fited. Hassan v. Rochester 
act of legislature to reopen assessment. — 
York, Mayor of, re 103 
awards to unknown owners. (N. Y.) Fisher 
v. New York.... 367 
when common council must declare improve- 
ment necessary. Hoyt v. Saginaw , 145 
question of regularity of proceedings. 
ple v. Rochester 136 
opening of streets; improper title of act. 
(N.¥.) People v. Brooklyn yr, 93 
New York act of 1870 concerning assessments. 
a eh ne iv, 381 
compelling city council by mandamus to levy 
tax to pay for public improvement. State 
17 


iv, 
when assessment becomes lien. (N. Y.) Daw: 
drey v. New York 
powers of local board; publication under 
statute. (N. Y.) People v. Board, etc. .iii; 
assessments by Croton board in New York. 
Blodgett, re 
assessments for local improvements ; title of 
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corporations — continued. PAGE. 
act ; mode of assessment. (N. Y.) Litch- 
field v. Vernon i 
waiver of defective notice to owner. 
v. Providence 
lease given by city on sale for assessments ; 
action to set aside. Masterson v. Hoyt...i, 398 
V. counties ; see also, mobs and riots. 
county not bound to pay counsel assigned to 
defend poor prisoner. Wayne County v. 
Walier (with notes) xx, 403, 442 
bill of peace against holders of county notes, 
mang | issued. Saratoga County Super- 
visors v. Deyoe xix, 438 
liability of county supervisors for services ; 
mandamus proper remedy. Bidwell v. 
Supervisors ix, 
county treasurer issuing bonds without 
authority not guilty of forgery. People v. 
BMamn Ge Tall). ..c.c0e ccccccccccces xix, 
public bonds issued to blank payee are trans- 
ferable without indorsement. Tucker v. 
N. H. Savings Bank (with notes) xix, 2 
mandamus to compel levy of county tax for 
bonds issued. United States v. Jefferson 
Co oe 157 
action not maintainable by county to recover 
land dedicated as street. Bay County v. 
Bradley : xviii, 
limits of taxation to pay county bonds ; 
Missouri act. 
Court xvii, 
power of county to take trust fund for poor. 
(Penn.) 
validity of legacy to county for charitable 
purposes. Lawrence (‘ounty v. Leonard, xv, 212 
city alderman not to claim salary as county 
supervisor. (N. Y.) Billings v. New York, 
xv, 
fees of county clerk for searches. (N. Y.) 
Curtis v. McNair....... eerie t xv, 211 
power of county supervisors to give bond on 
attachment proceedings. State v. Fosten- 
berry xv, 411 
sheriff's account for board of prisoners 
a county charge. People v. Columbia 
Superv’rs xiv, 426 
county subscriptions; effect of subsequent 
constitutional amendment. Moultrie v. 
Rockingham Bank (in full) xiii, 369 
division of counties; apportionment of debts. 
Laramie Comm’rs v. Albany Comm’rs (in 
full) xiii, 229 
validity of act authorizing issue of county 
henle in payment of turnpike roads. 
Ritchie v. Franklin County xi, 220 
county treasurer absolutely liable for county 
money. Perley v. Muskegon xi, 416 
supervisor bound by payment of school trus- 
tee’s draft, though under mistake as to 
amount due. Post v. Smith ix, 
liability of county treasurer and sureties for 
moneys stolen. County Comm’rs v. Jones 
(with notes).... ix, 
liability of county treasurer for salary wrong- 
fully retained; action by supervisors. Del- 
aware Supervisors v. Foote i 
powers of supervisors as to audit of claims 
arising on their own contract. Adams v. 
Supervisors vii, 
what irregularities do not invalidate county 
bonds. Lynde v. Winne County. . vii, 
county bonds for aid of town in filling quota; 
defenses to action on. Blake v. Livingston 
County Superv’rs v, 123 
claims for services in recruiting under act of 
1864 (N. Y.); power of supervisor to bind 
county. Hall v. Lauderdale iv, 157 


400 


28 


United States v. Clark Co. 


514 


211 


323 








Municipal ccrporations — continued. PAGE. 
power of board of supervisors to compromise 
county actions. Orleans C. Supervisors v. 
Bowen iii, 374 
fees of county treasurer under New York 
statutes. Otsego C. Superv’rs v. Hendryx, 
ii, 
action by supervisors against county treas- 
urer on official bond ; New York statutes. 
Schoharie C. Supervisors v. Pindar... .. .ii, 
jail limits not extended to annexed territory; 
charter construed. Lawrence v. Campbell, 
1, 


497 


496 


Name, 
connected topics: trade-mark ; equity. 
middle initial an essential part of name. 
Terry v. Sisson xviii, 
name of suburban residence not entitled to 
protection. Day v. Brownlegg. 
idem sonans ; misnomer pleaded. Sunday v. 
State i 
National banks ; see banks. 
Naturalization, 
connected topic: aliens. 
alien guilty of crime here and pardoned not 
entitled to naturalization. Spencer, matter 
xviii, 1538, 
Chinese not entitled to naturalization. Ah 
Yup, matter of (with remarks) ; xvii, 357; 
(in full) Id. 835 
common-law jurisdiction. Connor, matter of, 
iv, 191 


83 


Navigable Waters, 
connected topics : water and water-courses ; 
wharves ; shipping and admiralty ; con- 
stitutional law. : 
right of riparian owner to natural flow of 
river. Morrill v. St. Anthony’s Falls Co. 
(in full) y bene xx, 405 
riparian rights taxable as real property in 
Minnesota. Minnesota v. M. Mill Co ..xx, 413 
grant by state of exclusive right to construct 
brooms on stream. Cohn v. Wason B. Co., 
xx, 875 
rights of riparian owners below high-water 
mark, Providence St. E, Co. v. Prov. & 8. 
St. Co. (with notes) 
conservators of ancient navigable river in 
England not liable for obstructions. Forbes 
v. Conservancy Board 
constructing booms in front of land by riparian 
owner on navigable stream. Stevens P. 
Boom Co, v. Reilly xix, 
injury to adjoining lands by logs driven down 
navigable stream. Carter v. Thurston, xix, 
charter not a defense to action for injury 
caused outside of prescribed limits of im- 
provements. Thompson v. River Co. .xix, 
power congress to construct canal injuring 
navigable stream. State v. Duluth ..xvii, 
unconstitutionality of act delaring river pub- 
lic highway only to be set up by riparian 
owners. Fherpeat v. Loveless xvii, 
private action not maintainable by wharf- 
owner for obstruction of navigable stream 
by bridge. Blackwell v. Old C, R. R. (with 
notes) ; xvii, 
state authority to direct improvement of navi- 
gable river and charging of tolls. Wiscon- 
sin R. Imp. Co. v. Manson xvii, 250 
navigation of river above tide not a public 
right; rights of owner of banks. Orr 
Ewing v. Colquhoun 
public right to float logs on small streams. 
Pierpont v. Loveless........... oébee% xvii, 191 
raft of timber moored in navigable stream b 
— owner. Moore v. Jackson (with 


xvii, 22 
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Navigable waters — continued. 


PAGE. 
validity of state act authorizing dams across 
small navigable rivers. Pound v. Turck, 
xvii, 

~~ ferry- 
el. R. St. Co, v. 
189 


336 
Hayward v. ~ 
472 


73 
question of right to obstruct 
boat by mooring vessels. 

Burl. & B. F. Co 
navigability ; rights of public ; title to bed of 

stream. Olsen v. Merrill 
right of mooring rafts of logs. 


rights of soil under navigable streams. 

ney v. Keokuk 
rights of wharf-owners; obstructions. Hartle. 

pool C, Co. v. Gibb xv, 4584 
definition of low-water mark on navigable 

streams. Nance v. Womack xv, 187 
erection of booms, when a nuisance. Smith 

v. Evert Boom Co xiv, 448 
validity of act of congress changing channel 

of navigable river. State v. State....xiv, 328 
power of state to compel owners adjoining 

tidal waters to repair banks. Philadelphia 

v. Scott (with notes) i 
erection of structures interfering with use of 

stream. Lyon v. Fishmongers Co, (with 

xv, 175 

seaweed on shore property of public. Mather 

v. Chapman (with notes) 371 
establishment by state of harbor line; right 

of wharf proprietors to fill. Desadt v. Peck- 

ha 


am 818 
building piers by riparian owners. Atlee v. 
North-western Packet Co. (in full) i, 316 
right to accretions caused by artificial obstruc- 
tions. St. Clair County v. Lovingston (in 
full) . vi) 
right of taking fish and oysters ; 
grants. Wooley v. Campbell 9 
obstructions made in aid of commerce. D. & 
H. Canal Co. v. Lawrence x, 
rules as to ownership of land ceeeng on 
tidal streams. Wheeler v. Spinola ....ix, 
rights of riparian owners ahd navigators on 
the Ohio. Sherlock v. Bainbridge (re- 
REE A ntabhekadideraentascnanen ix, 222 
limits of tide water, Attorney-General v. 
Wi ix, 
Tracy v. 


341 


island emergin 
Norwich & 

dedication of streets terminating on navigable 
stream. Stetson v. Bangor viii, 

deprival of access to navigable river b rail- 
road built below high-water mark, Tomlin 
v. Dubuque R. R. (with notes) 

action by owner of tidal flats for mooring 
boats, etc., without leave. Whittaker v. 


vests in state. 
. 


damages for loss of river frontage ; hi ighway 
laid out between plantiff’s house and river 
Buccleuch v. Metrop. Board (remarked on), 
vi, 185 
state act giving remedy in remon demand for 
wharfage, void. Brookman v. _~ 5 v, 187 
accessions of soil between high and low- 
water mark; right of way; reclaiming 
shore. Lockwood v. N. Y. &N. H. R. R., v, 
obstruction to navigation of lake ; pier main- 
tained preventing convenient landing. 
Marshall v. Ulleswater 8S. N. Co. ....... vy, 
acts regulating floating of saw-logs in eee 
hanna. Craig v. Kline 
right of city to control use of diinttihihins 
across navigable stream. Chicago v. 5 


805 
110 


, 142 
definition of navigable waters. The D. Ball’ 
iii, 286 


Navigable waters — continued. 
United States v. The Montello....... 
invalidity of city ordinance for removal of 
wharf on navigable stream as a nuisance. 
Yates v. Milwaukee 
accretion ; right to protect banks by rubbling, 
etc. ; obstructions. 
title to soil between high and low-water 
mark of river. Wainwright v. McCullough, 
iii, 
rights of riparian owners on Ohio Lelow high- 
water mark ; power of city to “oe use. 
Martin v. Evansville ii, 
erection of piers interrupting fisheries. Tink 
cum Fish Co, v. Carter 
jurisdiction over waters of New York es an 
People v. N, J. Central R. R.. ii, 
erection of wharves by adjacent owners. 
Whitmore vy. Brooklyn Gas Co 
injury by vessel to gas pipes laid by a 
across river. Milwaukee G. Co. v. a 
Gamecock 
= navigation by rafts. Volks v. x 
city ordinance forbidding vessels to drag an- 
chors. Milwaukee G. Co. v. The er 
Necessaries ; see infancy ; marriage ; insanity ; 
shipping and admiralty. 
Negligence see also, proximate cause. 
of attorneys, see that title; of contractors, 
see building contracts; relating to vessels, 
see shipping and admiralty 5 canals; of 
railroad companies, see railroads ; as to 
notes and bills, see negotiable instruments. 
other connected topics: personal injuries ; 
carriers ; physicuans ; contribution ; in- 
Sancy; banks ; bailment ; gas companies; 
real property, water and water-courses, ete. 
in general ; contributory negligence, ete. 
contributory negligence; burden of proof. 
Le Baron v. Joslin. 
negligence in crossing street; existence of 
ordinance against fast driving. Baker v. 
Pendergast (with notes) xx, 62; xix, 
degree of care required in crossing —— 
street. Bowser v. Wellington 
injury done in performance of lawful act: 
Titus v. Lewis 
question whether plaintiff endeavoring to pro- 
tect his property in danger was negligent. 
Rexter v. Starin ii 
contributory negligence of driver of private 
carriage imputable toowner. Priedeaux v. 
Mineral Point 
burden of proof. Mallory v. Griffey.. 
Hoyt v. Hudson 
when question for jury. Keuworthy v. Iron- 


PAGE. 
. lii, 310 


iii, 287 
Gerrish v. Clough, iii, 499 


33 


460 


xvi, 119 


presumptions in case of railroad accident. 
Booth v. Boston & A. R. R 

taking dangerous seat in theater at perform: 
ance of acrobats. 

question of accidental collision or negligence. 
Strouse v. Whittlesey 

negligence of purchaser in not noticing dif. 
erent appearance of chemical ingredient 
delivered from that asked for. Van Lieu 
v. Scovill M. C 

action of trespass for injury from glancin 
— ball fired at mark. Welch v. 


of 
u- 


doctrine of contributory Sivkinslilt Murphy 


xiv, 359 
Fox v. Dougherty. .xiii, 340 
xii, 360 


, 344 


, 366 


188 


Waters v. Wing 
when presumed; falling of brick from rail- - 





Un. States v. The Monticello.... 


wey bridge. Kearney v. London, etc., R. 


22 


217 
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Negligence — continued. 

presumptions ; province of court and jury. 
Northern C. R. R. v. Maryland 

presumption of negligence from accidental 

loss. Chicopee Bank v. Phil. Bank.. ...i, 

in general ; land and buildings ; miscellaneous. 

as to duties My adjacent owners, see also, 


owner oa a Spek. ‘tired by ship carpenter not 
liable for breakage of latter’s staging. 
Mulcahy v. Dry Dock Co 

liability of public hospital to patient for un- 
skillful treatment. Glavin v. a by 
Hospital (in full) 

in use of hired water-power ; lessor not liable 
to injured party. Carton v. Berlin Mills 
SU NEED, 5 cn ccctccenessve cased xix, 

owners of logs not liable for negligence of 
persons driving them under contract. Pier- 
pont v. Loveless i 

fire in adjoining building caused by sparks 
from defendant’s stove-pipe. Briggs v. N. 
Y¥. Central R. R 

= for n> yl 3 egy destroyed by 

fire negligently caused. D. L. & W. R. R. 

v. Salmon (with notes) vi, 3, 

unprotected elevator. Lester v. Loutz (with 
Ns 0 00s. b00004660s bens eseensesees xv, 9, 

injury to neighbor’s premises by negligence 
of contractor. Bowen v. Peate 

bridge knocked down by colliery owner load- 
ing railroad truck improperly. Radley v. 
London, etc., R. R 

accidental breaking away of reservoir. 
Nichols v. Marsland (with notes). . -xii, 

child killed by careless blasting by city work- 
men; Kentucky act. Lexington v. Lewis 
(remarked on) 

ferry-boat liable for 44%) of defective 
boiler. Carroll v, St. 1. R. R 

— from fall of building. Mullen v. St. 


xi, 
liability of owner for defective scaffold fallin 


= workman. Coughtry v. Glove _— 
liability for putting up 
form, though authori: 
sioner. Kessel v. Buller 
-liability for building negligently poahttaeirwe | 
so as to throw sparks on plaintiff's build- 
ing. Gagg v. Vetter (remarked on). ...ix, 
injury by weakness of roof of building used 
for storage. Moulton v. Phillips 
failure to furnish proper apparatus to con- 
tractor. Hoffnagle v. N. Y. C., etc., R. R, 
viii, 
fire communicated to land by another. Hig- 
ns v. Dewey viii, 
liability of shipper of dangerous goods for 
neglect to give notice. Barney v. Bursten- 
binder (with notes) vii, 
injury caused by ferry erg ad ’s employees 
ordering beams off boat before bridge ad- 
justed. Harman v. Hoboken L. & I. Co, vii, 
statutory action for death of husband by fall 
of overloaded pier; whether owner or lessee 
answerable. Swords v. Edgar. . . vi, 
liability for accidental explosion of steam 
boiler on land adjoining plaintiffs; negli- 
nce of agents. Losee v. Buchanan. . Vv, 
liability of ps ane of buildings for defects. 
Scullin v. Dolan 
improper construction of seats for public use 
at races; receiver of entrance money liable. 
_ Francis v. Cockerell 
juries to licensees and visitors. 
duty of keeper of public hall toward public. 
pv. Reeese 


negligently built plat. 
by street — 


PAGE. 


73 
458 


266 


850 
109 


187 


273 


175 
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teacher stepping into hole in passage-way of 
school-house. tt v. Fish.. - xix, 
liability of owner of premises for negligence 
toa licensee. Thayer v. Jarvis.. - xviii, 
falling of bale of goods on visitor to defend- 
ant’s premises. White v. France xvi, 
falling of bust in public hall. Kendall v. 
Boston xiii, 
open hatch way in building. Totten v. Phipps, 
viii, 
injury to wrong-doer. 
non-compliance with city ordinance as a 
ground of defense for “negligence... Nutt 
v. Manchester 
injury to trespasser py defective fire-escape. 
McAlpin v. Powell . xvi, 
recovery by plaintiff, notwithstanding his 
violation of city ordinance. weer v. 
Coffey (with notes) 
injury to trespasser. 
injuries to children. 
how far negligence to be imputed to young 
child in street; negligence of parents. 
O’Brien v. McClinchy ew notes).... xix, 
negligence of child in planing-mill; action 
by father. Sinclair v. Berndt........xviii, 
imputable negligence as to child of tender 
years. Stillson v. Hannibal & St. L. R. R. 
(with notes) ii 
— parents’ negligence 
enyon v. N. Y.C.& H.R. R 
injury to child trespassing. Phil. H. Works 
Co. v. Orr (with notes) xv, 
action of minor child for negligence defeated 
by negligence of father. Leslie v. Lewiston, 


Baker v. Byrne... 


PAGE, 


160 
259 
265 
405 
312 


xi, 1 


selling dangerous articles. 
liability of manufacturer furnishing defective 
carriage-pole. Randall v. Newson (with 


explosion of 


eae liability of manu- 
facturers. 


lkins v. McKean (with notes,) 
xiii, 
defective manufacture of exploding steam 
boiler; action against manufacturer. Losee 
viii, 
liability of apothecary for negligently selling 
deadly poison. Norton v. Sewall (with 
notes) 
question of liability of seller of gunpowder 
to child injured by careless use. Carter v. 


selling dangerous and defective meee. ¥ 
Loop v. Lychfield 

sale of spouial article of manufacture ; ‘sheep 
to person using. George v. Skivington, i , 

animals. 

see also, separate title animals. 

proof as to dangerous propensities of bull led 
through streets, and of defendant’s knowl- 
edge. Linnehan vy. Sampson (with notes), 

xix, 

erecting railing dangerous to cattle in market- 
place, Lax v. Mayor (with notes).... xix, 

loss of cow from eating wire fencing. "Firth 
v. Bowling I. Co xvii, 

injury to looker-on from horse shown for sale. 
Abbott v. Freeman xv, 

duty of owner of sheep affected with conta- 
gious disease. Herrick v. Gary xv, 

liability for hay sold with paint spilt on it 
causing death of cow. French v. Vining, v, 

customer's dog poisoned by cheese placed 
under shop-counter to destroy rats. Stans- 
feld v. Bolling 

ee S ; runaway horses, ete 


also, highways ; municipal corporations. 


70 
217 


446 
267 
256 
165 
234 
252 
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Negligence — continued. PAGE. 
owner leaving house-van by side of road lia- 
ble for injury from horse frightened by it. 
Harris v. Mobbs (with notes)......... xviii, 382 
plaintiff falling into excavation at some dis- 
tance from street. Gramlich v. Wurst 


ee TOE nT xvii, 199 
care required from traveler on icy sidewalk. 
Evans v. Utica............. 353 


osm wii xv, 
horses running away though carefully driven. 
Holmes v. Mather (remarked on)...... .xii, 
owner of frightened horse not liable for dam- 
age done premises of plaintiff. Brown v. 


ollins (remarked on)...............00. xi, 391 
traveler knocked down by wagon while cross- 
ing street. Sheehan v, Edgar ........ xi, 352 


injury by attempt to escape from negligently 
driven cart, Coulter v. Am. Exp. Co...xi, 
horse frightened by negligently piled boards; 
proximate cause. Lake v. Milliken. ...xii, 128 
horse running away and falling over side of 
bridge by reason of defective railing ; lia- 
bility of turnpike company. Baldwin v. 
Greenwood T. Co. (with notes)........ .x, 
damage on another's land by runaway horses. 
BN MON 6. n- 06:50 00:0 dad Kien ccs ix, 
crossing public thoroughfare and struck by 
defendant’s cart. Bolton v. Baxter..... ix, 
duty of traveler as to vicious horse ; injury 
to hostler. Kershall v. Gates.......... ix, 
injury by kicking horse. Simpson v. Lon- 
es ree viii, 
old lady knocked down by wagon, while get- 
ting from car to sidewalk. McGowan v. 
Sh ensshies 3 ocakinti Rigs atk soba aed cope aee iv, 
walking into open sewer in the dark. Bate- 
Se MI ds656 ck cia. trae, bard wicepaatnlelaee iii, 
obstructing city sidewalk. Sexton v. Zett, ii, 
gas explosions. 
liability of negligent gas-fitter to house-keeper 
oe by explosion. Parry v. Smith (in 
full) A 
liability of gas company for explosions. Lan- 
ign ©. I. F. Gee Oo, « o0055.c0000 xvi, 466, 352 
gas escaping from defective pipe ; exploded 
by candle carried by gas-fitter. Burrows 
v. Gas and Coke Co..............6. anne 
Negotiable instruments ; 
I. jurisdiction ; what is negotiable paper ; con- 
ditional clauses, ete. 
consideration; who are bona fide holders, etc. 
bills of exchange ; acceptance, ete. 
signature ; authority of agents; partner- 
ships ; corporations. 
indorsement and transfer ; sureties ; accom- 
modation paper. 
demand and notice ; protest. 
see also, checks ; bilis of lading ; banks. 
as to non-negotiable paper, see notes and 
iis ; concerning municipal bonds, see 
municipal corporations ; as to gifts, see 
that title. 
other connected topics: guaranty; sureties; 
payment ; assignment ; damages ; bonds; 
coupons ; stocks; interest and usury ; for- 
gery ; fraud, ete. 
I. jurisdiction ; what is negotiable paper ; con- 
ditional clauses, ete. 
see also, conflict of laws, 
delivery the test of locus of contract ; usury. 
BN We MIS sc dwcmndnecne cpeeid-a tua xx, 
constitutionality of state legislation concern- 
ing patent right notes. Haskell v. Jones 
(remarked on), xvii, 257; (in full)...... Id. 267 
by what law rate of interest and damages on 
dishonored bill governed. Glyn, re...xvi, 
damages in case of dishonor governed by law 
of place where bill drawn. Heidelbock, re, 
Xv, 236 


303 


Il. 
III. 
IV. 

¥ 


VI. 





Negotiable instruments — continued. PAGE, 
note executed in one state and indorsed and 
discounted in another. Prov. 8. Bank v. 
xiii, 169 
lex loci and usury laws; acceptance in one 
state of draft drawn and negotiated in an- 
other. Tilden v. Blair (in full)......... xi, 272 
recovering compound interest where law of 
state where note is made provides for it. 
Stickney v. Jordan.............++-s00. vi, 
evidence in action on note payable in state 
where law of evidence is different. Downer 
v. Chesebrough 
form of note ; what is negotiable. 
order payable in merchandise not a negotiable 
instrument. Rogers v. Uuion ‘Stone Co., 


81 


870 


xx, 77 
note payable to trustees or their collector not 
too uncertain. Noxou v. Smith.. ..... xx, 515 
absolute order to pay may be good asa bill 
of exchange, though clause is added as to 
manner of reimbursement. Corbett v. 
Clark (with notes) ............eeeeee- xix, 
notes containing promise to pay taxes not 
negotiable paper. Farquhar v. Fidelit; 
Bam. Gm, Geb DBD: 056.605 0:0.6.0:04:0.6:00060% xviii, 330 
title to warehouse receipt passed by indorse- 
ment. Davis v. Russell xvii, 815 
post-office order; held in England a negotia- 
ble instrument. Evans v. Salmond...xvii, 4386 
order for money held a negotiable promissory 
note under Illinois act. Petillon v. Lorden, 


43 


xviii, 257 
indorsement of payee’s “right, title and in- 
terest” in note destroys negotiable char- 
acter. Aniba v. Youmans........... xviii, 188 
place of payment left blank ; usage; notes 
treated as negotiable. Woodward v. Gunn, 
xvii, 512 
township warrants not negotiable instru- 


ments. East Union v. Ryan......... xvii, 518 
stolen bonds not negotiable without genuine 


seal and counter-signature. Mass v. M. K., 

ve See ey eens pee »... Xv, 483 
Canadian note payable in American currency. 

Chicago Bank v. Crosby............-++ xv, 287 
when certificates of deposit negotiable. John- 

gon v. Henderson. .........-sccccceecs xv, 286 
notes to order of person not living. Van 

Mite: ©; TRON .o5.cisivic-ccecies ones xv, 168 


foreign scrip issued by agent in England. 
Goodwin v. Roberts, xii, 12; xiii, 47; xiv, 394 

United States securities ; title of purchaser 
where stolen. Dinsmore v. Duncan (with 
OEE »++-Xii, 242; iv, 369; xi, 321 
Vermilyea v. Adams Expr. Co.......... xi, 189 

effect of trade usage on question of negotia- 


bility of scrip. Goodwin v. Robarts (re- 

SOG OUR .0:65s0:5:4 6500 seneeessieg ited xii, 323 
delivery without authority by custodian. 

Chipman v. Tucker.............++.+-- xii, 255 


negotiability of railroad bonds not affected 

y removal of stock certificates pinned to 

them. Hotchkiss v. N. Y. Shoe & L. Bank, 
xi, 238 

due-bills, when not promissory notes tn Con- 
necticut. Currier v. Lockwood (in full), xi, 108 

negotiability of debentures under corporate 


seal, and containing contract. Crouch v. 

Credit Fancier ...........0seceeeee: viii, 253 
instrument irregular in form construed as 

note. Hussey v. Winslow............ vii, 341 


non-negotiable notes distinguished from nego- 
tiable scrip. Marks v. Congregation, ~ 


, 45 
certificate of deposit payable in currency non- 
negotiable. Huse v. Hamblin.......... v, 868 
statement of balance of account not a prom- 
issory note, Bowles v. Lambert........v, 848 
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Negotiable instruments — continued. PAGE. 
nominal bond treated as commercial paper. 

Blacke v. Livingston Supervisors v, 269 

instrument addressed to third person and ac- 

cepted, held a promissory note. Brazel- 

ton v. McMurray........-+++++e+0s cssee¥, 7% 


192 


stock-certificate in blank not. Shaw = 


Spencer 
superscription of amount in figures saan’ 
by words in body of instrument. Poorman 
v. Mills 3878 
due-bills, Johnson v. Kennedy i, 50 
note payable in ayes ontiaien. Graves v. 
Gans 
days of grace. 
ay wenn” wre of law of another state as to 
days of ee: judicial notice of almanac. 
Reed v, Wilson (with notes), xx, 283; xix, 486 
action brought on last day of grace. Estes v. 
MEE. Gia a0 ides bin ceeaceeeeé cess eee eV, 204 
joinder of parties, 
authority of joint payee ; he has none to sell 
or compound, even if authorized to collect. 
Ryheiner v. Feickert 
several notes given in exchange for larger 
notes ; separate actions maintainable. a- 
thans v. i 
action against several makers, etc., of wd, 
election under federal statute. (D: Cc.) B 
dette v. Bartlett 
joinder of maker and guarantor as defendants; 
waiver. Hier v. Staples........ viii, 9 
joining representatives of deceased indorser. 
Eaton v. Alger.... Patasahses Rbecakeetie , 144 
pleading and practice. 
defenses on merits not affected by rule dis- 
pensing with proof of execution by plaint- 
iff unless defendant files affidavit. Free- 
man v. Ellison (in full).......... sccckanl, 
striking off irregular indorsement. Rand v. 
Drouy xv, 
pleading facts which constitute defenses of 
two kinds. Springer v. Dwyer 
estoppel¢of defendant in action on renewal 
note, by plea in action on former note. 
Hooker v. Hubbard iv 
note to be put in evidence in plea of denying 
execution. Collins v. Maghee 
conditional clauses in notes. 
clause for payment of costs of collection not 
applicable to mere dunning. Witherbee v. 
oe. XX, 278 
provision in mortgage or note for attorney’s 
fee is void. Myer v. Hart (with notes), xx, 343 
note made yep, oe by stipulation for 
attorney’s fees owenstein v. Barnes, xx, 318 
memorandum on margin of note limiting lia. 
bility. Costello v. Crowell . xx, 354 
memorandum on back a part of note. oa 
Manuf. Co. v. Parr 39 
allowance of payment made but not indioceed, 
notwithstanding stipulation to contrary. 
Kasson v. Noltner xvii, 480 
surety not released . insertion of attorney’s 
fee-clause. Bullock v, Taylor .-Xviii, 138 
clause for collection fee; note made non- 
negotiable. Woods v. North (in full), xvi, 116 
note including attorney’s fee not negotiable. 
Somstag v. Conley xvi, 69 
148 
225 


91 


stipulation for aa of collection in promis- 
sory note. Seaton v. Scoville (in full), xvi, 
effect of condition precedent indorsed on note. 

Oskaloosa College v. Hickock 
validity of Indiana act making clauses for at. 
torney’s fees void. Churchman v. Martin, 
xv, 





Negotiable instruments — continued. 
clause 
note 


PAGE, 

erste for conditional payment of 
fore time fixed. Walker v. Woolen, 

xv, 374 

clause in note for payment of attorney’s fee 
not usurious. Barr v. Louisville B. Co. 
(with notes) 

liability on negotiable note where condition 
originally attached has been fraudulently 
cut off. Zimmerman v. Rote xi, 190 

railroad coupon bonds with scrip certificate 
attached. Hotchkiss v. Shoe & —_— 
Bank 

place of payment; office of private baditer 
not a bank. Way v. Butterworth 

clause for attorney’s collection fees in bill ‘ot 
exchange held not usurious. Martinsville 
N. Bank v. Canatsey (with notes) 

memorandum of condition appended to note 
and torn off afterward ; rights of holder. 
Wait v. Pomeroy (with notes). ..v, 285; vi, 

stipulation for attorney’s fees usurious. 
Smith v. Silwers ii 


ry parol ayreements, 
“val 


315 
14 


206 


idence admissible to show circum- 
stances of indorsement. Hamburger v. 
collecting collateral before suing on note; ex 
laining recitals of receipt by parol. Ca- 
hil v. Austin 196 
parol condition not performed by payee no 
defense in action by indorser against 
drawer and acceptor. Foster v. Clifford, 
xviii, 
questions whether condition on which notes 
were given was condition precedent. Bruce 


279 


, 293 

bona fide holder not affected by parol agree. 

ment of parties at time of making. Brown 
v- Spofford (in full) xvii, 31 
oquemaah between indorser and holder as to 
recourse to indorser. Davis v. Brown, xv, 368 
promise to first by second indorser to apply 
means provided by debtor for anseag* of 

note. Price v. Trusdell. 

conditional delivery of note. Hillsdale Col. 
Rage V. THOMA. oo. cc cece cccccccess -XV, 
contemporaneous oral agreements. Folger v. 


477 
13 
46 

bankruptcy as an excuse for not suing party 

rimarily liable. Wills v, Claflin 252 
taking overdue note, passed in violation of 
ment of original parties. Long vy. 


action on note absolute on face; parol evi- 
dence inadmissible to show conditional de- 
livery. Walker v. Crawford (with notes), 


Clarke v. Hart 

parol evidence of agreement between maker 

and indorser as to place of payment. Specht 
ix, 28; vii, 249 

reading contemporaneous paper together with 
ana Rogers v. Smith vi, 157 
yo ey at time of making notes. 
th v. iv, 
al evidence of special agreement accom- 
panying delivery of notein blank. Downer 
v. Chesebrough iii, 
subsequent agreements as to manner of pay- 
ment; new consideration necessary. Mc- 


ii, 
IL. consideration ; who are bona fide holders, ete. 
see also, illegal contracts. 
rights of creditor taking note as collateral 


security. Oates v. Montgomery N. Bank,xx, 514 


95 


16 
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Negotiable instruments — continued. PAGE. 
notes in renewal of notes given to compound 
felony not enforceable by holder with 
notice. Pierce v. Kibbe xx, 517 
when illegality of consideration does not affect 
innocent holder. Smith v. Columbus State 
Bank 
action on note held as collateral for smaller 
debt. Berenbroick v. Steph i 
right of holder of note as collateral to sue 
maker, though debt has been paid. Logan 
v. Cassel 
note given as security for antecedent debt. 
Wheeler v. Allen 
note given for pre-existing debt is on valu- 
able consideration. Sesleheg v. Delp (with 
notes) 
protection of maker paying note transferred 
afterward, but before maturity as collateral. 
Richardson v. Rice xviii, 279, 
transferee for precedent debt not holder for 
value. Potts v. Meyer 
note not vitiated b illegal agreement added. 
Howard v. Woodfolk 
holding as collateral for debt due from payee. 
Atlant, Bank v. Franklin 
taking check on bank; previous equities; lapse 
of time. First N. Bank v. Harris ix, 
taking note for precedent debt not enough to 
charge with equities. Merchants’ N. Bank 
v. Comstock ix 
transfer of note for prior debt; transferee 
not a bona fide holder. Turner v. Tread- 
wa 
antecedent debt good consideration for trans- 
fer to third party. Schepp v. Carpenter, 
viii, 
rebel bonds not a good consideration for note. 
Hanauer v. Woodruff 
draft fraudulently transferred to ignorant 
party for existing debt. Moore v, Ryder, vi, 
actions on notes made for illegal purpose, 
transferred to bona fide holder. Burton v. 
Stewart 
notes given as collateral for cost of support ; 
rights of holder after death of giver. Mor. 
gan v. Raynor y, 
recovering ies value where trifling considera- 
tion was paid. McGuire v. Balen...... iii, 392 
action against maker not barred by settle- 
ment of collateral note indorsed by him. 
Burnheimer v, Hart iii, 190 
defense that note was not stamped when is- 
sued. Anderson v. Starkweather...... iii, 158 
notes for liquor ; notice of illegality. "Baxter 
v. Ellis. . ii, 374 
title to note transferred as collateral and 
never paid. Yates v. Mott 70 
consideration ; bona fide title ; notice. 
see also, ‘further on, fraud, etc. 
compromise sufficient consideration for trans- 
fer of note ; existence of defense to suit no 
defense in action on note. Feeter fa 
Weber , 374 
Alabama acts as to exemption of bills aol 
notes payable at place certain, from set- 
offs, etc. Oates v. Montgomery N. Bank, xx, 514 
overdue interest not notice of equities. Kel- 
ley v. Whitney 
a of purchaser of negotiable paper as to 
wan iry into suspicious circumstances. Far- 
v. Lovett (in full) xviii, 373 
presumption of valid consideration. Keith v. 
Clark xviii, 499 
estoppel of maker of note to set up equities 
by statements that it was all right, etc. 
Reedy v. Brunner vii, 334 





Negotiable instruments — contin ued. PAGE. 


interest overdue ; notice of equities. Hart v. 
Stickney 

inadequacy of price as a defense. Rooker v. 
Rooker xv, 377 

question of notice of equities by terms of 
note. Mabie v. Johnson iv, 877 

question whether privilege of bona fide 
holder extends to mortgage securing note. 
Hostetter v. Alexander (with notes)....xiv, 366 

check given in payment for draft valid 
against maker though bill dishonored. 
Misa v. Currie xiv, 394 

validity of note given in payment for indorse- 
ment of another note. Prov. 8. vee v. 
Frost , 169 

note payable to third person. 
Co. v. Brown 24 

presumptions end evidence as to siaidiaae 
tion. Dean v. Carruth ix, 63 

duty of taker of negotiable paper to inquire 
as to consideration. Phelan v. Moss “= 
notes), v. 411; Gould v. Stevens 

note given in consideration of license to wai 
invention not affected by its unprofitable- 
ness. Nash v. Lull 

failure of consideration by non-delivery of old 
note. Heeg v. Weigand iv, 

burden of proof where bona fide holding is 
controverted; proof of duress, when incom- 
petent. First N. Bank v. Green 

surrender of overdue note sufficient consider- 
ation for new note. Lorimer v. Stevens, iii, 

note taken overdue; equities. Hayward v. 


indorsement by payee to joint payee. 
ton v. 


definition of holding for value; rights of parties. 


Roberts v. Lane (with notes) 
Brown v. Spofford 

Wood Machine Co., re 

Johnson v. Way 

Stockdale v. Keyes 

Smith v. Hogeland 

Wilson v. Rocke 

Cornell v. Perkins 

Harger v. Wilson 

Clots v. Beebe 

Brooklyn C. Bank v. Hammett 
Mason v. Hickox 

Farmers’ & C. N. Bank v. Noxon 
Coleman v. Lansing. . ee 
Chryster v. Kenois 

Park Bank v. Watson 

Kellogg v. Fancher 


want of title as a defense. 


plea of want of title in plaintiff. ser v. 
Southgate viii, 

guesamepllaes as to title. Collins v. Gilbert 
(in full) xv, 

equitable title not in plaintiff no ee 
Caldwell v. Lawrence 

title wanting when action brought a good ‘de. 
fense to note. Hovey v. Sebring 


fraud ; negligence ; notice, etc. 


notice of fraud in making of notes panne 
Atlas N. Bank v. Savery 

rights of bona fide holder of note peyable to 
two persons, and fraudulently indorsed and 
transferred by one. Warren N. — _ 


actual notice of fraud necessary to invalidate 
title of holder for consideration. Farrell 
v. Lovell (with notes) 

action for obtaining by fraud plaintiff’s notes; 
recovery of face value. Thayer v. Manle aut 
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Negotiable instruments— 


continued. PAGE. 
indorsement procured by fraud; rights of 
bona fide holder. Kingsland v. Jones, xviii, 
maker relying on representations of other 
partyas to character of instrument. Camp 
v. Hamma (with notes).......-+++ xvi, 111, 
signing without reading in ignorance of ‘char- 
acter; maker liable. Winchell v. — 


maker signing note in blank liable, per 
ignorant of character of instrument. Ross 
v. Doland (with notes)...........+.-+- xvi, 
signing without examining contents of — 
atlagsg ©. Curtis... 2. .ccc.cccccccces. 
purchase of stock certificate obtained ‘i 
fraud, protected only to extent of value 
paid. Moodi die v. Seventh N. Bank — 
notes) peatehicembenekese bed ctonededs 
liability on note signed through jicmbahens 
assurance as to its contents, where signer 
neglected to read it. Chapman he . (in 
full) , 339; x, 
duty of dealer in securities as to cquniaien 
notices sent him of thefts. Seybel v. Nat. 
Cur. Bank 
signature of foreigner obtained by misrepre- 
‘sentation of character of instrument. Wal- 
Be Os babewiddsceesadieqsasnas viii, 
note given for worthless patent-right repre- 
sented to be valuable. yo hanson v. McCabe, 
viii, 
es for a different 
ank v. Hammett, 
vii, 249 
showing as against bona fide buyer of fraudu- 
lently-obtained note, that the goods given 
by him in payment were of less value cen 
face of note. Huff v. Wagner... -Vii, 
actual notice of fraud necessary as against 
bona fide holder. Luke v. Reed 
signer of note under mistake as to contents, 
‘held liable to bona Jide holder. Douglas v. 
Matting i 
fraudulent diversion of bill from original pur- 
se not admissible in action by SS fide 
older. First N. Bank v. Hall.......... v, 
fraud in inception of note. Whitney v. 
Snyder (with notes), iii, 3, 389; v, 268; viii, 
title of bona fide holder not affected by fraud- 
ulent inception of note, Hamilton v. 
WN III, oi. 0ssocescaceucboneees 
bona fide holder of paper fraudulently rete 
ferred. Park Bank v. Watson......... iii, 
fraudulent representations when not a de. 
fense to action on note. Springer v. 
Sree rr ere mre ii, 495 
maker not liable to acceptor for contribution 
on bill fraudulently drawn in their names. 
Grubb v. Cottrell. ........cccccoccccces ii, 
signature obtained by fraud without negli- 
me by signer. Foster v. Mackinnon... .i, 
theft and loss. 
action at law on lost negotiable note. Moses 
v. Trice (with noteas(..........scccsees vii, 
lost draft; remedy against drawee in equity. 
Savannah N. Bank v. Haskins. -v, 139 ; iii, 
liability of drawer of stolen bill, not fully 
filled out. Baxendale v. Bennett (in full), 
xix, 372 
stolen railroad bonds ; effect of incomplete 
form and overdue ‘coupons as notice to 
taker. Parson v. Jackson............ me 378 
e 
ork- 


127 


351 


Wey eeh Pee er reer eer rere 315 
324 
42 


127 
discounting accepted bill 
purpose. Brooklyn C. 


156 
31 


190 


358 
62 


372 
234 


promise to pay forged note by sup 
maker does not make him liable. 
man v. Wright 

innocent holder of paper with for; 


ment gets good title. 


75 


Duke v. Hall. .xviii, 120 





Negotiable instruments — continued. 
protecting purchaser of stolen securities ; evi- 
dence of good faith. Dutchess Ins. Co. v. 


PAGE, 


i TOPE PT er re rT rT ere xvii, 415 
question of title to proceeds of stolen securi. 

ties. Newton v. Porter............... xv, 353 
only amount paid before notice of fraud 

recoverable. Dresser v. Missouri, ete., 

Comite, Ge. Get Bat. oo iks occ cc ccccecccs xiv, 360 
innocent negotiation of stolen bill. Arnold 

v. Cheque Bank (in full)......... .... xiv, 118 


stolen bonds payable to bearer with place of 
payment left blank. Jackson v. Vicksburg, 
ee NR errr xiii, 
stolen coupons ; days of grace. Evertson v. 
Newport N. Bank OR Te pt acciexces xiii, 
purchase of stolen government securities, 
Dinsmore v. Duncan (with notes), xii, 242, 
iv, 369; xi, 
Vermilyea v. Adams Expr. Co......... xi 
overdue treasury notes and bonds, stolen and 
sold, recoverable by owner. beers wer v. 
Adams BO abe scar seasscnicncsa 
stealin tow not filled out ; rights of han 
de holder as to filling blanks. Led wick 


PR of certificate not notice to purchaser 
of stolen coupon bonds. Welch v. Sage, 
vii, 202; vi, 

maker not liable on note taken from his pos- 
session unlawfully. Burson v. ee 


sale in good faith of stolen bonds, eter 

i on n0seecdbosacudasoae 46% i, 
forged paper. 

right of government to recover money paid 
for forged treasury notes not applicable to 
notes fraudulently issued. Cooke v. Uni- 
ted oe (in fulD.... 

presumption of genuineness of bonds sued 
on. 

equitable relief in case of name forged to 
note. Huston v. Roosa (remarked on). ..x, 

payment by drawee of draft with forged in- 
dorsement ; right of recovering back from 
express company presenting it. Holt v. 


353 


821 


i, 189 


189 


80 


78 


ickes v. Adirondack Co.......... x, 254 


166 


PI Ace brbcnd cadscedeis<casdceteu ix, 357 


father sued on note signed by son in his 
name ; question of forgery ; admission of 
liability on similar notes. Hammond yv. 


Ms iekins ante nde buble 05 Swen d tama ix, 343 


recovery back of money paid on raised check 
by mistake. Espy v. Cincinnati N. Bank, 


ix, 231 


note with forged indorsement exchanged for 
one with valid indorsement, Allen v. 
I isa. <6 stances sans wissccescss viii, 

liability ‘amount paid on forged accept- 
ance. First N. Bank v. Tappan 

forged and fictitious names on ne, 
struments. Hagan v. N. Y. 
Bank 


tiable in- 


ratifying forged note, Marks v. King. . 
note written over signature on piece of blank 
paper held a forgery and writer not liable. 
Caulkins v. Whisler....... ........... vi, 
action for conversion of checks payable to 
plaintiffs and taken by defendant in good 
faith on forged indorsement. White v. 
Mechanics’ N. Bank 
White v. Sweeny 
action not maintainable b 


drawee paying 
forged check. N. Park 


ank v. Ninth = 


Ba 
liability of innocent holder for forged >. 
dorsement of payee’s name. Holt v. Ross, 


126 


sawed vii, 202 


369 


157 


iv, il 
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alterations and 





forged draft paid by drawee. N. Y. Nat. Pp 


mak v. Minth Mat. Bank... .......ccece i, 214 
forged check; action jfor repayment. Com. 
& FN. Bank v. First N. Bank.......... i, 496 


liability of vendor of forged paper to subse- 
quent takers. Whitney v. Potsdam N. 
ME ieetddoesacceesiasssge asadenenes i, 123 
additions ; filling ithe: 
raised checks, etc. 
indorsement after maturity with alteration of 
interest clause held an original undertak- 
ing. Rodocanachi v. Buttrick....... Xviii, 235 
issuing note in condition to make alteration 
ener,  Beoowa wv. Heed. ....6ssc.s. sess xiv, 332 
raised bills; negligence of drawer. Halifax 
Guardians v. Wheelwright... .xii, 280; xiii, 138 
addition of extra words in note. Ernst v. 
Steckman (with notes)....... ........ xii, 227 
filling blanks; words and not figures to gov- 
ern. Woolfolk v. Bank of America (with 
ID sinc. sda cks bcd avahovnchs aeeneee xi, 103 
alteration; bank bound only as to signature of 
drawer and its own certification. N. 
Bank of Commerce v. Mech. Bank. Ass. x, 60 
effect of alteration by holder’s agent without 
authority. Hunt v. Gray (with notes)..ix, 6 
what is a material alteration as against in- 
dorser. Stoddard v. Penniman (with notes), 
mx Ff 
filling blank place of payment and putting 


on stamp not fatal to note. Redlich v. 

Ws 540s 605s cide cecwadese ce eiinsees ix, 309 
—— figures in margin of note signed in 

blank. Schryver v. Hawkes......... viii, 339 


discharge of original parties by adding name 
of new maker. Wallace v. Jewell (with 


IID a 5 ss ohnkcccadsnssdbacedsausnss vii, 183 
note avoided by addition of rate of interest. 
Senne D. TRG. 5 oc cock ccceened vii, 102 


note avoided as to sureties by subsequent in- 
sertion of interest clause by maker and 
payee. Fulmer v. Scitz (with notes)...vii, 149 

alterations avoiding note against surety 


Glover v. Robbing ........0ccscccesces vii, 284 
burden of proof as to alteration. Meikel v. 

errr Tr vii, 284 
memorandum on note ; note avoided’ by —_ 

ering it. Benedict v. Cowden......... ii, 108 


right of drawee paying fraudulently steed 
check to recover from person to whom paid; 
returning check. Redington v. Wood (in 
Err ee eit ere vii, 150 

raised notes; negligence. Gerrard v. Had- 
Gc cntudesesetstssaccieniedese wake iii, 276 

filling blanks after indorsement in violation 


of a by indorser. ve v. 

GRMOB. 2... csccccrcccccce coe 528; iv, 144 
Qenkalentie filled blanks. McDonald v. 

Muscatine Bank...........+.cececercees i, 317 


III. bills of exchange ; acceptance, etc. 
as to some general matters, see also other 
heads. 
relations of parties on acceptance; statute of 
frauds. Laflin Powd. Co. v. Sinsheimer, 
xx, 297 
when bill does not operate as assignment of 
fund drawn on. Canton N. Bank v. Du- 
a Ae SS errr ere xx, 517 
draft, on particular fund. Ehricks v. Demill, 
* xix, 158 
absolute acceptance not made conditional by 
designation of fund on face of draft. Cor- 
bett v. Clark tim fell). ........0060000000% xix, 237 
blank acceptance lost or stolen, and filled out 
without authority. Baxendale v. Bennett 
(With MOteS)....srrpeeeeerenreee ce eXVill, 282 


26 
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conditional acceptance; what is not. Coff- 
man v, Campbell........ . .++-Xviii, 99, 489 
liability of acceptor failing to pay for re-ex- 
change, etc. Gen. S. A. Co., ré....... xvii, 118 
re-exchange ; custom as to damages in lieu 
of exchange. Williams v. Ayers, xvii, 212, 172 
mere name on bill not sufficient acceptance 
under English act. Hindspaugh v. Blakey, 


xvii, 312, 350 
bills drawn and accepted by same parties. 
WS 8. BNE bo. 0.05 seis s dgscoee ens Xvii, 212 


effect of cancellation of accepted bill without 
full payment. Yglesias v. Merc. Bank, xvii, 212 
question between — to bill of application 
of securities given, by borrower becoming 


bankrupt. Mann, ex parte............ xvi, 208 
action on accepted order to pay amount of 
note due. Noyes v. Gilman........... xv, 149 


collection of drafts by bank ; relations of col- 


lecting bank to transmittin — and 
owner. Higgins v. Citizens’ ..Xiv, 430 

conditional acceptance. Bell ~ ‘ie 
xiii, 430 


acceptance of bill with drawer’s name in 
blank. Harvey v. Cane (with notes), xiii, 341 
oral promise to accept; question as to law of 
which state to govern. Scudder v. Chi- 
cago U. Bank (in full)................. xii, 411 
action by drawer to recover back amount of 
bill paid on ground of mistake. Nat. Bank 
©: NE cis oa dteansmiths stokes xii, 345 
right of holder to damages against drawer in 
case of non-acceptance. Pesant v. Pick- 


CEE 5. n traces 9:0005 re eeeems viii, 347; xi, 96 
acceptance in advance of consignments. Mil- 

tenberger v. Cook... .......seseeecees 92 
conditional acceptance in advance. Mathali 

We ica lv atacaka teneronsddated x, 94 


loan obtained by insolvent firm on promise 
to deliver bills on their way by mail. Mul- 
Dal &, PO. 6s:4.4.c-6nscsvedanpngtonsoas x, 121 
agreement between drawer and holder for 
renewal ; funds furnished acceptor ; appro- 
priation. Torrance v. Brit. N. Am. Bank, x, 104 
when drawee liable on unauthorized drafts. 
Engh v. Greenbaum.............-- .2+: x, 316 
acceptor of bill discharged by subsequent dis- 
charge in bankruptcy. Huntv. Taylor, ix, 14 
conditional letter of credit ; acceptances after 


revocation. Gelpecke v. Quentrell (in full), 
viii, 333 

when draft is equitable assignment of fund. 

Lewis v. Berry.......0.+..0.- . - Viii, 

remittances to agent to meet specific accept. 
ances. Smart, er parte.........+..... vii, 268 

acceptor not ordinarily iable for pened) 
Maasing ¥. TaeRisc< .o6:ssescscssscanas 76 


acceptance of draft payable from fund lens 
not import consideration. Richardson v. 
COMUNE: 5.06.65 65.05,000450s0censnereawe v, 92 
discharge of acceptor by extension to princi- 
pal debtor. Oriental F. Corp’n v. Overend. 
v, 156 
presumption as to which of two names writ- 
ten on bill is that of acceptor and which of 
indorser swpra protest. Walton v. Wil- 
OR re ae ey v, 76 
failure to present accepted draft on same day 
for payment; drawer released. Smith - 


ee er re rere , 189 
acceptance on special contract of drawer to 
provide funds. Oriental C. Bank, re....iv, 176 


agreement to renew bill on payment of om 
tain amount by acceptor. Pachten v. Pol- 


diligence necessary in presentment for ac- 
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ceptance by collecting bank; in notice. 
Van D. L. Bank v. Victoria Bank....... iv, 206 

presentment for acceptance ; when not neces- 
sary. Walker v. Stetson.............. iv, 174 
liability of drawer where delay in present. 
ment till after insolvency of drawee was 
partly his own fault. Benton v. Martin, iii, 212 
English bills of exchange secured by foreign 
mortgages; benefit of security. City Bank 
Tin dp whe dda dad iaees denneda ii, 313 
agreement by drawer to renew bill of ac- 
ceptor | otngggen from meeting it. Mail- 
PR PSD ie bs 6:0. cdictive 0600s cnecees ii, 313 
representation as to sufficieney of funds to 
meet draft; specific appropriation. Thomp- 
GOD F. TNO inks sic cscssccnes « sees ii, 216 
special } for refusing to accept and 
pay drafts. Prehn v. Liverpool “— 
Be. Bs acceptance ; parol evidence. La- 
BE es Ra 6c ale 6ncddwicacecconeeas i, 258 
essentials of ; when payment of debt ; notice 
of non-acceptance. ehlberg v. Fisher, i, 256 
oral contemporaneous agreements limiting 


ee a Se rrrrrer errr ee i, 216 
reissue of bill by acceptor. Rogers v. Gal. 

OD sad dia cheesbacewetetencensess i, 141 
rights of drawer or indorser against managers. 

RIND Ti NUE sciccacscccan- eodcaad 62 


IV. signature ; authority of ‘agents ; poten am 
ships ; corporations. 
authority of agents. 
proof of signature; signing by proxy. 
ND We Beinn ence sesacenesees ted xix, 501 
duty of agent in collecting negotiable paper ; 
insolvency of drawee; damages. Mead- 
ville F.N. Bank v.N.Y.Fourth N. Bank,xix, 438 
signing note as executor of estate. Aughin- 


MOR CW. BMRSEB... 5 cc ccccccccsocecces xvi, 135 
power to receive check not power to indorse, 
etc. Millard v. Republic Bank........ xvi, 54 
signing note as church trustees. Hayes v. 
MO: 5dkc cdinedwrares sddmanbavenes xv, 188 
question of implied authority to receive pay- 
ment of note. Hannen v. Sullivan..... xv, 126 


action not maintainable by mere collection 
agent without indorsement in his own 
name. Nichols v. Gross.............. xiv, 251 

agent holding note under indorsement for 
collection and credit. Clarion Bank v. 


Gregg a ane xiv, 297 
question of authority of commercial agent to 

draw bill. Hogarth v. Wherley...... xiii, 64 
note signed as agent without name of princi- 

pal. Hall v. Bradbury................ xi, 47 


parol evidence not admissible to explain de- 
scriptive words in agent’s signature (with 
I 6 bksb ce Sastiwndidesveds covered vii, 341 

extrinsic proof ‘as to character in which note 
was signed. Haile v. Pierce. ...ii, 500; v, 233 

partnerships. 

indorsements by one partner in firm name 
when not binding on firm; statement at 
time of transaction. Heffron v. Hanna- 
Din (ass dtehthdebssddeddsasccccgnd xix, 222 

firm note payable to partner and indorsed. 
Hapgood v. Watson.......... sse.ee. xv, 149 

note of old firm discharged by transfer to new 
firm. Morss v. Gleason.............. xiii, 248 

unauthorized indorsement by one partner in 
firm name; traverse of indorsement by ac- 


- ceptor. Garland v. Jacomb.......... viii, 171 
indorsement by firm and also by individual 
partners. Howard, 7é.... .......es00+ iii, 435 
corporate notes. 


question whether note was of corporation or 
agent signing. Mellen v. Moore......xix, 18 
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note signed with corporate name followed by 
name of president. Atkins v. Brown. ..vii, 341 
question whether note was corporate note, or 


of officer signing. Gaff v, Theis........ iv, 76 
personal liability of drawers described as di- 
rectors. Dutton v. Marsh... ......... iii, 396 


acceptan¢ée “as managers” of corporation ; 
uestion of personal liability. Jones v. 


WED kacdnsaressdsredeponcntadonans ii, 193 
notes by corporate officers for corporate debts. 
PN Ma BED. 6 ne ecacsveseconcevees ii, 31 


evidence to show signature of trustee to be 
business name of Shaker community. 
_ Pease 6 Ee rere are i, 183 


, 
V. indorsement and transfer; sureties; ac- 


commodation paper. 


in general. 


indorser before utterance liable as joint 
maker. Herbage v. McEntee (with notes), 


xx, 243 
when indorsements are joint and when sev- 
eral. Hale v. Danforth........ ...... xx, 214 


selling note indorsed without recourse ; im- 
plied warranty of genuineness of prior sig- 
natures. Challis v. McCrum (in full)..xx, 208 

effect of act of indorser inducing holder to 
omit demand, etc. Boyd v. Bank (with 
CI, bani tid Reke sti dxdt eteedenuwe xx, 63 

note indorsed for collection taken by party 
-with knowledge of facts. Clafflin v. Wil- 
Gh 54st beankeet ndssh+asenenennsces’ xix, 501 
unpaid interest not notice of infirmities of 
title. Kelly v. Whitney (in full), xix, 130; 
I :Adiiendesds sedsanieaeed xix, 3 
indorsement without recourse does not put 
subsequent taker on inquiry; nor the 
words “secured by mortgage.” Kelly v. 
Whitney (im fall)... ..c0. ace. ceccecs xix, 130 
possession of unindorsed draft not presump- 
tive ownership. Hoffman v. Bignall..xix, 521 
transfer of unindorsed or falsely indorsed 
note payable to order a conversion as 
against payee. Savary v. Germania Bank, 
xix, 521 
indorsément without recourse ; implied war- 
ranty of genuineness of prior signatures. 


Challis v. McCrum (in full)........... xix, 512 
indorsement before delivery. Uebelhoer v. 
ns siede hints kanabencie egcdiemdaie xix, 400 


rights of holder without indorsement. 
Freund v. Importers’, etc., N. Bank...xix, 315 

general indorsement by indorser receiving 
under special indorsement. Howe M. Co. 


WE, cbtdidnda<idscnnd wobbpnind xviii, 294 
when indorser is liable to payee. Jaffray v. 

BI. aien 60 once ctenseseonssspncnd xviii, 278 
question of contemporaneous indorsement. 

Freeman v. Ellison (in full)..... ... xviii, 216 


indorsement back by indorsee ; not liable to 
subsequent takers from indorser. Howe M. 
C, Fe Tc cece ccccccesccsccnccs xvii, 513 
contract of indorser not to be contradicted by 
parol. Charles v. Denis.............. xvi, 32 
indorsement by third person before delivery. 
Good v. Martin (in full)............... xvi, 316 
indorsement in blank before delivery; pre- 
sumption of guaranty. Howell v. Ray- 
DR hectiddensecncedsinineateaees xvi; 135 
parol evidence in action against first indorser 
by second, to prove plaintiff surety, incom- 
petent. Haur v. MeNair...........-- xvi, 167 
right of indorsee to collateral security on 
transfer of note. Vose v. Scatcherd...xvi, 33 
guaranty by indorser. Studebaker v. Cody, me 
xv, 
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ratification of unauthorized indorsement. 
meee @ GL, ccucaks ic. acccned Xv, 233 
indorsee of overdue paper takes subject to 
what defenses. Young v. Shriner..... xv, 298 
parol evidence incompetent to prove restrict- 
ive indorsement absolute. Syracuse 
| La eee ee ae xv, 126 
special indorsement. Reamer v. Bell... .xiv, 332 
transfer after dishonor; question of "prior 
equities. Roberts v. Lane (with notes), xiv, 
parol evidence that maker of note signed as 
surety. Hubbard v. Gurney (in full), xiii, 267 
nature of contract of indorsement; distinc- 
tion between surety and indorser. Ross v. 
OPO E COLETTE TE er eee rT S xi, 236 
conditional assignment of state certificate ; 
how far bona fide purchaser from assignee 
is bound. Moore v. Met. N. Bank....... x, 13 
right of indorser paying note by mistake to 
recover from holder. Sheridan v. Car- 


WOME 5 6.555050 cesses se tcbescset- dee ix, 228 
transfer of note after being satisfied. Harloe 

We NO as osc ddcnwdcecdeshapassssuees ix, 108 
statement of suretyship on face of note. 

Pemberton Bank v. Longee............ ix, 63 


presumptions as to time of indorsement in ac- 
tion against one as joint promisor ; place 


of payment. Wayv. Butterworth . ...ix, 64 
conditional indorsement. Lee v. Pile....viii, 126 
delivery without indorsement; equities. 

Wee V; DOOTOR., 2.0.5 ke cees a6s0054 viii, 42 
indorsement before delivery; relations of 

parties. Phelps v. Vischer............ vii, 230 


indorsement by third person in blank con- 
temporaneous with delivery. Houghton v. 


RTP ere ere Pe vii, 38 
parol proof of circumstances of indorsement. 
Morris v. Faurot (with notes) ......... vii, 214 
indorsement ‘to be liable only in the second 
instance.” Pittman v. Chisolm.... .. vi, 357 
indorsement after maturity. Bemis v. Me- 
PROGR, 6 i.cicc 668 seccewasecas Socses vi, 385 
Strong Vv. Duke. ... 0.2025 cesssccecees v, 250 
indorsement before negotiation of note ; pre- 
sentment. Meyer v. Hibsher....... ... vi, 143 
title to negotiable paper indorsed for collec- 
tion. Dickerson v. Wason............. vi, 148 
Kimmel] v. Bittner.............. ii, 375 
Lamb v. Matthews............... i, 201 
setting off by surety of payee’s debt to _—— 
pal. Bechervaise v. Lewis............. , 342 
sufficiency of denial of transfer of note * 
plaintiff. Allis v. Leonard............. iv, 339 


agreement by maker to pay indorser for use 


of name. Perrine v. Hotchkiss, iii, 169, 170 
307 

writing name on back of note before delivery. 
Pemee ©. OM cae 6. o  vedudciensxaa ili, 378 


liability of surety signing after delivery in 
accordance with original agreement. Mc- 
Naught v. McClaughry............. .. iii, 190 

transfer of note before maturity ; indorse- 


ment not till after; equities. Lancaster 
[oe a rer eee iii, 190 
French law as to indorsement. Bradlaugh v. 


ii 
indorsement to one of payees jointly with 
third party: defense of want of considera- 


ae RO eee ii, 418 
actions on notes imeened 1 in blank. Baker v. 

RE ree eh Sere ee ii, 461 
intention of indorser; parol evidence. Den- 

CP, Pb ikccks bon anca whacesaue ii, 479 
conditional indorsements. Patten vy. Pear- 


assignment of note not complete till delivery. 
Pees T., TE, 6c tacnckntdeseneseesa li, 233 
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transfer of negotiable note and mortgage se- 
curing it amounts to indorsement. Crosby 
rr ers os Pee erase? ii, 189 

signing as surety after delivery of note, in 
pursuance of agreement made before de- 


livery. McNaught v. McClaughry....... i, 374 
assignment “without recourse.” Wolcott 
FDU 6 i 00.0. 56b¥ 004. dads scenes i, 


calling on vendor of note to prosecute action 
against maker setting up usury. Fake v 
NN ab: S40s.35¥s45Fs sb Secdeaeeersts i, 60 
assignment to co-payee. Saxton v. Dodge, i, 274 


rights of indorsers and sureties ; when dis- 


charged ; as to notice, etc., see VI. 
erasure of seal on promissory note discharges 
surety, though not injurious to him. Or- 
OV, ATOM. 5s osenin ween ndoscces sis xx, 477 
diligence due to indorser in collecting execu- 
tion against maker. Smith v. Erwin. .xix, 
parol evidence as to relation of indorsers on 
note, in action for contribution. Paul v. 
Bin sisegkasan-2555  wsabkee sates xix, 97 
surety not discharged by addition of unlaw- 
ful clauses to notes. Bullock v. Taylor, 
xviii, 294 
subsequent surety not discharged by for; reery 
of name of prior surety, Stoner v. Milli- 
Mons Cw BOGOR). 655k os cciciccccsucs xviii, 482 
surety on note discharged by alteration of 
date; promise to pay without knowledge 
not a waiver of alteration. Wesloh v. 
Pee Peer yes Freee ree eey xviii, 99 
release of surety by change of contract be- 
tween parties. Stallings v. Americus 
Ws 5655.5 9565-55654448 9 bhosdee eee xvi, 319 
indorsing on false representation that prior 


co 
= 
ao 


forged signature is genuine. Turner v. 

DE ccs eFascdses poeecak pane couee xiv, 38 
indorsement procured through fraud; cancel- 

lation. Clothier v. Adriance.......... viii, 73 


promise by indorser to pay note after failure 
to present not binding. Hunter v. Hook, 
vii, 392 
discharge of sureties by addition of interest 
clause without their knowledge. Neff v. 
Pee Tr err reer e reo r - v, 234 
indorser not liable without proof of non-pay- 
ment by maker. Webber v. Matthews, iii, 236 
discharge by taking of new note. Eisner v. 
MNOS 6 6.5:5:3-4455055 5544550606800" 50 iii, 279 
duty of administrator of payee to apply fund 
belonging to maker to note before —s 
on surety. Wright v. Austin........... 493 
indorser not discharged by agreement of or 1 
to carry note ; other grounds of discharge. 
Oswego Nat’l B. v. Poucher............ xi, 24 
indorser not discharged by extension to 
maker, where holder expressly reserves 
rights against indorsers. Huger v. Hill 
(with notes)........... seesseeeees ix, 368, 138 
extension of time with proviso reserving 
rights against indorsers. Hagey v. Hill, xi, 176 
extending time of payment without consid. 
eration does not discharge indorsers. New 


Berlin N. Bank v. Church.............. ix, 360 
extension of time ; notice to sue by a 
RIT: Nes on i:se canes aseceecaaee iii, 133 
extension as against new indorser. Phillips 
OC; IS 5.56.55 06d 4 KiNsascd tensa bee v, 286 
extension of time discharging indorser. 
Auburn N. Bank v. Hensiker......... xvii, 492 
OOS WH; TBs obs cs ced acn vs taceed xviii, 278 
Pomeroy v. Tanner..........0. sees. xvi, 333 
Banish VW. POAGMGR. .6..occscscsocsceccss xvi, 224 
Nightengale v. Meginnis............... iv, 303 
Parmelee v. Thompson... ... ....... iv, 
Hunt v. Postlewait............e00. e-eeed, 487 
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accommodation pa oon. 
note signed in blank for accommodation ; 
ting others to sign as -_— makers. ‘fey. 
der v. Van Doren (in full) 

a ~ indorser entitled to ‘cae. 

ra 

when 


ge, re 
holder of mort, 
indorser, thoug 
commodation. 


e-note may first resort to 
indorsement was for ac- 

* Buffalo N. Bank v. Wood, 

xvii, 

maker not discharged by composition with 
indorsers. Guild v. Butler xvi, 

defenses open to accommodation indorser 
against holder of note as collateral. Cum- 
mings v 

presumption t 
sureties; stipulations 
Oldham v. Broom xv 

holder of accommodation paper as collateral 
for antecedent debt, not holder for value. 
Cummings v. Boyd..............+5+ . Xvi, 

notice of dishonor of accommodation bill. 
Turner v. Samson 

contribution between parties to accommoda- 
tion bill. Barnett v. Young (with notes), xv, 

holder not compellable by accommodation 
indorser to resort to mortgage. — 
Bank v. Alberger 

accommodation indorser not liable wees 
amount of note was fraudulently altered. 
Citizens’ Bank v. Richmond 

defenses open to accommodation maker. 
Gordon v. Boppe x 

conditional indorsement for accommodation. 
Malcolm v. Fagan 


t accommodation makers are 
as to suretyship. 


s, 

liability of indorser for accommodation before 
delivery. Tenney v. Fleischel.. -Vii, 
accommodation indorser liable to taker of 


bill, though applied al e-existing debt. 
Felters v. Muncie N. Ba 

taking up note indorsed ee accommodation. 
Pinney v. McGregory iv 

parol evidence as to subsequent taker’s 
knowledge of equities. Daggett v. Whit. 
in 

ousamenatinaion indorser not liable to ig 
feree of note after maturity. Chester v. 


right of accommodation indorser to obtain ex. 
tension. Norton v. Hall...... eedees wucek 
VI. demand and notice ; protest. 
in general. 
waiver of demand and notice; oral evidence 
admissible. Dye v. Sco 
place of ponseatanant pleading. Wallace v. 
Crilley 
notice of dishonor wrongly directed sufficient 
if received seasonably. North Bennington 
N. Bank v. Wood 
demand and notice unnecessary against in- 
dorser holding collateral. Beard v. West- 
erman (with notes). . 
giving notice elsewhere than at residence or 
place of business. Dicken v. Hall.. 
waiver of demand, etc., by indorser ; evi- 


dence. Stahl v. Rte .-Xviii, 379 


notice by mail to indorser temporarily absent; 
notice by him to prior indorser. Hall v. 
Dicken 

delay caused by neglect in post-office and 
failure of bank receiving for collection. 
Pier v. Heinrichshofen 

to whom notice to be given after bankruptcy 
of drawer. Baker, ex parte..... 


PAGE, 


xx, 458 


-xviii, 399 


117 


815 
..Xv, 286, 478 
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30 
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PAGE, 
protest and notice not necessary to bankrupt 
indorser. Russell, ex parte. . , 127 
what amounts to waiver of demand and no- 
tice. 
question of notice where indorser dead. 
Goodnow v. Warren xv, 168 
that defendant was not damnified no excuse 
for failure of notice. Foster v. Parker, xv, 252 
question of negligence in notice to indorser. 
Corn Exch. Bank v. Republic Bank....xiv, 77 
Chambers v. Union N. iv, 77 
laches in presentment of bill. Montelius v. 
Charles (in full) 
notice of non-payment to indorser. 
Bank v. Sanborn.. 
omission of notice of non- -payment of bank 
check. Stevens v. Park. 


demand and notice on note eee at bank. 
Groton N. Bank v. Howell 


Gilbe 
note made payable at bank ; withdrawal of 
funds on omission to present punctually. 
Hills v. Place 
Arnold v. Kinlock 
demand; necessity of Deving collaterals 
ready to deliver up. New Jersey O. N. 
Ban - ...Wii, 344 
waiver of ‘presentment. Hunter v. “Hook, vii, 367 
waiver a question of fact. Van Hover v. 
Gardinier 
waiver of defects in presentment and notice. 
Allen v. Harrah (with notes) 
waiver of demand and notice. Sheldon v. 
y, 234 ; iv, 


post-mark no proof of date of deposit in mail. 
Shelburre fe N. Bank v. Townsley i 
Harrison v, Bailey 

notice of dishonor by mail. 


laches in presentment 
time of notice to indorser. 
N. Bank v. Townsley 
no presumption of residence from place of 
signature of bill of. Sprague v. Tyson. .v, 
notice at ostensible place of business. Ber- 
ridge v. Fitzgeral 
notice of dishonor when excused. Carew v. 
Duckworth 
notaries. 
what is diligence in inquiring as to wane 4 
of indorser. Herbert v. Se x, 3 
implied waiver of protest. Hale v. Danforth, 
xix, 
adopting waiver of protest by ee indorser ; 
presumptions. Parshley v. Heath.....xix, 
duty of holder to inform notary as to resi. 
dence of parties to be notified. Vandewa- 
ter v. Williamson (with notes) 
what amounts to waiver of protest. 
man’s Estate ii 
may certify deed of trust in which he is io 
eficiary. Fredericksburg Bank v. Conway, ‘ 
xv, 
certificate of notary as evidence under Ohio 
act. Daniel v. Downing xv, 276 
service of notice of protest unlawful on Sun- 
day. Rheem v. Carlisle D.Co... .. .. xi, 
service on agent of firm. Fassin v. Hubbard, 


x, 
Requa v. Col- 


diligence in finding out address of indorser. 
Gawtry v. Doa viii, 8 


72 


address of notice of protest. a 
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Negotiable instruments — continued. PAGE. 
notarial certificate as evidence ; New York 
act. Gawtry v. Doane 
duties of notary ; days of grace ; making de- 
mand on wrong day under instructions. 
Kentucky C. Bank v. Varnum . .vii, 58; ii, 
notary must make demand himself. Bozeman 
v. lvey 
bill drawn here emg ad New Orleans, a 
foreign bill. Todd v. 
proof of protest ; anes hesthas 
Brander 
presentment by notary’s deputy. Ocean N 
Bank v. Williams iv 
requisite contents of protest. 
v. B 
foreign notarial certificate as proof ‘of des 
execution of power. Nye v. Macdonald, ii, 
demand notes. 
action against maker of note on demand by 
one indorsing thirteen months after giving 
of note. Cross v. Brown 
transfer of note payable on demand three 
months afterdate. Herrick v. bee ag og 
iii, 190; 
when note payable at sight is overdue. Alex. 
ander v. Parsons 72 
New 
connected topics: jury; trial ; damages ; 
appeal , exceptions ; writ of error; review. 
practice as to reversal or granting new trial. 
Ebricks v. Demill xix, 168 
motion for new trial ; must be made during 
term of trial. Ennis v. Broderick , 800 
reversal on facts and on law. Van Tassel v. . 
xix, 21 
exceptions to order denying. (N.Y.) Matthews 
v. Mayberg xiii, 146 
ne evidence. Strout v. Stew- 


Dodge v. N. Y. & W, St. Co 
order denying motion for new trial on ground 
of surprise, etc., not reviewable on appeal. 
Dalrymple v. Harrison ix, 371 
setting aside verdict, for error in ruling as to 
burden of proof ‘although evidence sus- 
tained verdict. Cochran v. Dinsmore, etc., 
Ex. Co ii 
finding of lost receipt good ground for _ 
trial. Hodge v. Denny 
appeal from order denying new trial (N. ¥) ): 
questions of fact and law. Dickson v. Broad. 
way, etc., R. R vi, 208 
New York ‘practice as to new trials for sur- 
prise, etc., granted by special term. Tracy 
v. Altmayer 
granting new trial, Moier v. Homan ....i 
assignment of errors in motion for new trial 
under California practice act. Butterfield 
v.C. PRR 
failure to return special finding not a pitcher To 
for new trial. Dively v. Cedar Falls... .i, 318 
a evidence: see new trial; re. 


contempt ,; 


Fassin v. 


People’s Bank 


318 


357 


, 192 


weeumnenenns see libel and slander ; 
right. 
Nol. 3 see criminal law. 
sro see negotiable instruments, VI. 
Notes and bills, 
as to negotiable notes and bills, see negotiable 
instruments. 
non-negotiable paper, etc. 
rights of holder of non-negotiable notes 
ught in good faith from one obtaining 
them by fraud. Combes v. Chandler (in 
full) xx, 312; xviii, 358 


PAGE. 
Rogers v. Union 
xx, 77 
neglect of payee of non-negotiable draft to 
notify drawer of refusal of drawee. New- 


Notes and bills — continued. 
not lie against acceptor. 


361 
indorsement in blank of non-negotiable note ; 
statute of frauds. Wilson v. Martin (in 
viii, 158 
separate writing given by payee to assignee 
of non-negotiable note certifying to its be- 
ing good. Jaqua v. Montgomery, vi, 129; 
iii, 
estoppel of maker of non-negotiable note by 
representations to assignee that there was 
no defense to it. McCabe v. Raney... .iii, 
Notice ; see record and registration ; publication ; 
ceds; fraud; sale; vendor and purchaser; 
negotiable instruments, ete. 
Novation ; see assignment ; insurance, etc. 
Nuisance, 
connected topics: health; highways ; 
quors ; real property ; negligence, etc. 
liability for nuisance of hospital established 
by local government board. (Eng.) Hill 
v. Managers of M. Asylum .......... xx, 
liability of one contributing to joint nuisance. 
Chipman v. Palmer xx, 
livery-stables, when nuisances; injunction 
against rebuilding. Shires v. Olinger. .xx, 
dam must be prosecuted as nuisance in 
county where situated. Eldred, re... .xix, 
enjoining common nuisance on a plication of 
party specially aggrieved, Adams v. 4 
xix 
refusal to enjoin erection of livery-stable asa 
nuisance per se. Flint v. Russell (with 
notes) 226 
extent to which gas company ~ * — i 


li- 


258 
157 
56 
892 


316 


sance. (Eng.) Att’y-Gen. v 
C 


, 172 
liability of lessor of bawdy-house to adjoin- 
ing owner specially injured. Givens v. 
Van Studdiford xvii, 93 
cause of action where nuisance is in another 
state. Ruckman y. Green............ xiv, 432 
when no justification for trespass. (Grant v. 
14 
restraining brick-burning as a nuisance. 
Campbell v. Seaman xiii, 
lessor of lime quarry liable for nuisance 
when worked. Harris v. James (with 
notes) xiii, 
injunction to restrain unlawful erection over 
street line. Blanchard v. Reyburn (with 
xii, 
special injury from public nuisance. —_ 
v. Kenn 
action for nuisance which is both general ond 
particular nuisance ; measure of damages 
for offensive business. Francis v. Schoell- 


liability for erecting structure intended for 
illegal use. Chenango Br. Co. v. Lewis,vi, 
nuisance of cattle-pens erected by railroad : 
measure of damages. Illinois C. R. R. v. 


action by individual to enjoin obstruction of 
highway. McCowan v. itesides.... ii, 
from sewage system adopted by corporation 
of borough; form of order. (Eng.) Att’y- 
Ch, 0 WIE cs soc.s cosas chutes sande i. 
negligent keeping of pineeleaie Bradley v. 
DUD 5 5.bise oe. 0404 scieessdeanees« eer * 
nuisance of noise, etc. 
nuisance of noise; prescription. Stur 





action by payee of non-negotiable order does 


ges Vv 
Bridgman (in full). se reeeee XX, 389 ; xviii, 516 
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Nuisance — continued. 
steam power and machine 
land; injunction sought. 
ton 


use of apartments in lodging-house ; annoy- 
ing noises. Pool v. Higinson (with notes), 
xviii, 
increase by alterations of noise and vibration 
of machinery. Heather v. Pardon... .xvii, 
ringing of church bells. Harrison v. St. 
’s Church (in full and with notes), xv, 
248; xvi, 
skittle-ground 1 saening plaintiffs premises. 
Barham v. Hodges (remarked on) ..... xiv, 
working engine in adjoining shed; noise. 
Gaunt v. 
abatement. 
when court should order destruction of dam 
causing nuisance. Shepard v. People. .xx, 
abating nuisance with unnecessary violence. 
UE noc 0 ace baidl ao hence na dee Xv, 
removal of nuisance ; town liable if property 
adjudged nuisance destroyed by mob, 
— = tman v. Bristol... ...............: xv, 
unauthorized removal of public nuisance, 
RE rT Core vi, 
inconvenience to others by stopping nuisance; 
discretion of prosecuting officer. Attorney- 
General v. Leeds .............+ ceccccees li, 
action ; evidence ; damages. 
measure of damages for continuing nuisance. 
C. & O. Canal v. Hitchings ............ xv, 
notice ; request to abate before suing. Con- 
hocton Stone Road v. Buff., etc., R. R. . viii, 
indictment against bridge company for un- 
safe bridge; evidence of condition subse- 
quent to indictment erroneous. People v. 
Mohawk Bridge Co ...........eseee00: vii, 
Obscene publications, 
criminal law ; post-office. 


connected topics : 
mailing obscene matter; the Bennett case 


OS Ee re errr xix, 
obscene pictures; variance; partly 
irls not naked. Commonwealth v. Dejar- 
DD nod csescuseacne ssveciceverse}< xix, 
letter posted by detective in fictitious name, 
answered by defendant, will not support 
conviction. ‘United States v. Whittier (with 
notes), xviii, 62; (in full)........... xviii, 
publishing obscene book ; Bradlaugh- Besant 
case (remarked on)... ..........+.-- xvii, 
specification necessary in indictment for pub- 
lishins obscene matter. Queen v. Brad- 
laugh (with notes) ....xvi, 271, 488; xvii, 
ad as xviii, 
io see adverse possession ; 7 ropert, 
Often an ni — 
fe: copies: elections ; mandamus ; 
certiorari ; canais ; state ; army; schools; 
constitutional law ; ws judges and courts ; 
United States ; sheriffs and constables ; 
taxation, ete. 
in general ; constitutional questions, ete. 
ratification by legislature of unauthorized tak- 
ing of note by state agent. State v. 
ees ae xix, 
running of term from date of appointment. 


PAGE, 
on adjoinin 
oodall v. Crof. 
i, 457 


82 
17 


245 
21 


1387 
61 


16 


127 
167 


99 


110 
178 


812 
457 


341 


Attorney-General v. Love (with notes), xvii, 419 


liability of 


ublic officers for negligence 
Brennan v. Ti 


imerick Guardians (with notes), 
xvii, 

office of centennial commissioner one “ of 
trust” and disqualifies for presidential 
elector. Corliss, re 
presumption as to illegal conversion of funds 
found in hands of officer. United States v. 
MLS Ath a06ceeeons neces seeseeels 





279 


516 


513 


Office and officers — continued. 





PAGE. 

note given to bribe public officer void and not 
undue reward under Indiana act. State v. 
Na Kcb Moke Mas ieigeks <KtK came ios oe xv, 452 

validity of act prescribing penalty for town 
constable refusing office. London v. Headon, 


Xv, 272 
assistant district attorney a state officer. (N. 
Y.) Fellows v. New York........... xiv, 284 


school district treasurer liable for money lost 
in fire. Dist. Township v. Smith (with 
ON, io. <i innasionenntenapsleinets xiii, 409 
indictment of county commissioners for con- 
spiring to neglect official duty. People v. 
DUE ib 6906 50bsé ccccntecectiebous's xii, 362 
holding more than one office ; what is a lucra- 
tive office. (Ind.) State v. Kirk (with 
TE en a PT rey xii, 162 
power of legislature to remove officer of state 
university. Head v. University ...... -x, 350 
proceedings under New York act to obtain 
possession of official records, North v. 
Rai: ntee shisiacds tan deidnenacbemen x, 330 
the olfice of town receiver of taxes in New 
York ; invalidity of act extending term of 
office. People GR, 6aeais ccendse ced ix, 156 
construction of act as to appointment of court 
officers in New York city. Brennan v. New 
i Rake eb eh Kies CROKE Lis boc ix, 148 
appointment of commissioners of records of 
ew York; constitutional provisions. Peo- 
ple v. i A Ep I viii, 
New York act forbidding creation of new 
offices by supervisors. Drake v. New York, 
viii, 27 
power of legislature to shorten term or abol- 
ish office of its own creating. State v. 


251 


Dou Tl, on 600006bseseseens BAbA gees vii, 221 
invalidity of act transferring constitutional 
duties of sheriff toanother officer. State v. 
Brunst...... Cocces sceccccocccesscoes vii, 221 
invalidity of act for appointment of tax- col- 
lector, where sheriff was collector by law. 
Re PCT TE TTT CTT vii, 14 
office not vacated by failure to file bond. 
ene i Pa 6 dis, bepueedincsncessred v, 76 
falsely representing oneself an officer. Mc 
Cord v. People (remarked on) ........- vi, 414 


power of legislature to extend term of elect- 
ive office. People v. Bull (remarked on), 
iv, 124; vii, 221 
power of legislature to extend term of officer 
elected under constitution. Christy v. Sac- 
ramento Superv'rs..........6- seeeeees iii, 376 
delegation of authority. 
delegation of official authority unlawful. 
Maxwell v. Bay City B. Co............ xx, 375 
performance of duties by deputy on indict- 
ment and removal of principal. (lowa.) 
McCue v. Wapello C. Court........... xix, 518 
removal ; holding over, etc. 
signature by town clerk after expiration of 
term of office ; estoppel of town. Weyan- 
wega v. A | ns a ieee aS xix, 439 
removal of clerk of New York city court; in- 
compatible offices. People v. Murray, xviii, 118 
unauthorized removal of policeman from 
office. (N. Y.) People v. Police Board, xvii, 415 
summary removal from office for violation of 
anti-duelling law. (Va.) Royall v. Thomas, 


xv, 257 

limits of period of liability. Bissell v. 
DOE. cc cetigsicsenessccsace socdeed xiii, 431 
holding over. State v. Howe.......... xiii, 235 


successors of public officers charged with 
| public trusts not answerable for mis- 
conduct of predecessors. Vose v. Reed, ix, 410 
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Office and officer — continued. 





PAGE. 
question of cesser of parish office by new ap- 
pointment. (Eng.) Malling Guardians v. 
Graham 
sureties on bond. 
see also, sheriff and constable ; sureties, etc. 
sureties on official bond not liable for unoffi- 
cial act. Ottenstein v. Alpaugh....... xx, 316 
not liable for conversioas by principal before 
execution of bond. Bissell v. Griggs. .xix, 260 
defenses ; changes in duties of officer. Gans. 
ren v. United States...............6. xviii, 436 
_ ng = conduct of officer during fixed 
ark L. Ass’n v. Nugent (with 
cae RK eheRehereeanspeesedemeeke xviii, 403 
cammee not liable on bond accepted without 
signature of principal. Johnston v, Kim- 
PRR EIS. ey xviii, 138 
State v. Sooy, 
xvii, 172 
proceeding first against surety for principal’s 
misappropriation, United States v. Babbit, 
xvi, 
allowing dishonest postmaster to remain in 
office no defense to action against sureties. 


how far liable on new bond. 


Jones v. Un. States..........cscccccees x, 109 
of justice of peace, not liable for acts without 
jurisdiction. Doepfner v. State....... viii, 311 
discharge in bankruptcy as a defense. Un. 
States v. Throckmorton... .......... viii, 268 
of town treasurer, not released by mistaken 
certificate of selectmen that accounts are 
correct. Farmington v. Stanley....... viii, 16 
liability of state treasurer's sureties for 
money received during former term of 
office. State v. Rhoades.... .. ....... vi, 97 
not liable after expiration of year for which 
officer elected. Overacre v. Garrett... iv, 138 
question of liability of sureties on old bond 
for second term. Vivian v. Otis....... iii, 189 
i, 279 
signi coe | conditionally as surety on official 
3 Re aay ii, 357 
title to vee My right tv salary, ete. 
power of de Sacto officer; effect of resignation. 
Olmstead v. Dennis..................- xx, 37 
writ of prohibition ; its office, People v. De- 
RR eeiiire xx, 414 
officer paid by fees not to charge wages of 
assistants to county. Hartwell v. Milwau- 
Oe xvii, 251 
salary of de jure officer kept out of office. 
Comstock v. Grand Rapids (with notes), 
xix, 447 
right of officer de facto to hold office against 
intruder. Braidy v. Theritt........... xv, 257 
prima facie right to office. Bird v. Perkins, 
xiii, 84 
writs of prohibition; New York practice. 
People v. Steenbergh (in full).......... ix, 411 
wrongful occupant liable for whole salary. 
ek errr viii, 108 
enforcing payment of officer’s salary by man- 
damus ; determining title to office in same 
proceeding. State v. Gamble.......... vi, 885 
liability of wrongful incumbent to successor 
for fees. Mayfield v. Moore, ......... vi, 129 
assignment of future pay of public officers. 
PC ree viii, 188 
officers de facto. Brown v. O'Connell -v, 417 
right of successful contestant to salary for 
time office held by rival. Wayne C. Audit- 
SE I asics, sn tcinaeenwie v, 417; iii, 416 
commissions of county treasurers in New 
York. Otsego Supervisors v. Hendryx, iii, 307 
right of intruder to salary. Carrol v. Lieben- 


thaler... 





Office and officers — continued. 
public contracts. 

ae tion against personal liability of pub- 

lic officer on contract. Crowell v.Crispin, iv, 

contracting as public officer. Delano v. Good- 


Pardon, 
connected topics : governor ; sentence. 
right of appeal after pardon. Eighmy v: 
MIDs 0 ccccccinscctings soy apeenemews xx, 
validity of conditions attached to pardon. 
Arthur v. Craig (with notes), xvii, 439; (in 
DOME s.- 0.4.00 :4cin 6 4ss bas-cabnnatin Seo <waes xviii, 
invalidity of Drake amendment of 1870 con- 
cerning pardons, United States v. Klein, vi, 
Parent and child; see also, children ; infancy ; 
descent ; bastards ; apprentices. 
mother Catholic and “tat er Protestant ; educa- 
tion of children on separation. D’Alton v. 
BP BUM, « 0 056.0.000 .0s06bncncessssveved xx, 
voluntary gift of exempt property by parent 
to child, not impeachable by creditors. Car- 
hart v. Harshaw (with notes) ... ..... xix, 
father’s authority as to religious education. 
Agar-Ellis v. Lascelles (with notes), xviii, 
481; xix, 306; (in full) 
right of parent to direct child’s school studies. 
School ‘Trustees v. Van Allen (with notes), 
xviii, 
limited divorce ; custody of children. Davis 
a pre eee ee xviii, 
action by parent for loss of child’s service by 
defendant’s negligence ; prior recovery by 
child not a bar, Wilton v. Middlesex R. 
bAenead 00 Sebbs eons aeoegeseecinu xviii, 
note given by insolvent father in payment of 
son’s former services. Brown v. Pyle (with 
IIs 6 9.56061 00.60500646065406.0008 xviii, 
father not liable for voluntary maintenance 
of one child by another. ‘Toncray v. Ton- 
GN dc 660 06:60:66 68:6 cb0605 460 Hen 48 xvii, 
agreement to release future interest in 
father’s estate; statute of frauds. Gal- 
braith v. McLain. .........s.sses00: xvii, 


PAGE, 


46 
497 


334 


& 


462 
437 


236 


93 


93 


right of widowed mother to custody of daugh- . 


tom, . Banytine, 90. 6066600005 s500 eT 
authority of father to regulate child’s studies 
in public school. Hallett v. Stackpole, xv, 
father’s right to custedy. Goldsworthy, ra 
xv, 16 

right of father to recover for child’s instanta- 
neous death by negligence. Sullivan v. 
Union Pacific R. R. (in full)............ xi, 
discretion of court in action for divorce as to 
custody of children. Price v. Price.... x, 
implied promise to pay physician for services 
to sick child. Crane v. Baudoine....... x, 
gift by insolvent father to son of time and 
future earnings. Atwood v. Holcomb, viii, 
deed taken in name of daughter; subsequent 
conveyance hy her on father’s — of 
security. Shrader v. Bouker.. - Viii, 
necessaries furnished by stranger ‘to minor 
child. Kelly v. Davis... .........+.-- vii, 
enticing away child from father’s service. 
Caughey v. Smith. ...........eeeeeeee vi, 
right of mother to sue for services of minor 
child, Simpson v. Buck 
conveyance to son in consideration of support, 
etc., of family, construed. Green’s Adm’r 
oh MED. Kcaxicancncek sanmeenemalnee iii, 
euty of father to provide for lunatic daugh- 
ter. Algor v. Miller? ......00000.000005 > 
right of mother to bind out minor son. (N. 
&) People v. Gates.............20-06- ii, 


validity of act compelling parents to support 


children. (N. Y.) McCarthy v. Hinman, ii, 


457 


318 


10 


121 


395 


143 
121 


74 


i, 215 


354 
154 
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Parol contracts and evidence, PAGE | Parol contracts and evidence — continued. PAGE, 
see also, declurations and admissions; deeds; existence of transaction provable orally, 
boundaries ; statute of frauds ; alteration though written contract exists. Bishop v. 
of instruments ; agency ; trusts, ete. Se ioaGatnd ak ta-d- gn demetiieid ahi a vii, 
“parol contract under seal by subsequent parol p AERA make mutual wills ; statute 
= Chesapeake, etc., Canal of frauds. Gould v. Mansfield......... vi, 32 
Ray A Sr A xx, 494 evidence to show intention in making written 
Bib of parol agreement contemporane- contract of hiring. Evans v. Roe....... v. 397 
ous with sealed contract. Bast v. Ashland parol evidence admissible to apply terms of 
MME. cecdainchsciebans seg ondsunege xx, 513 written contract. Sweat v. ae... 139 
parol evidence of mistake in deed to be re- parol agreement contemporaneous with eetile- 
ceived with caution, Ford v. Joyce....xx, 493 ment of accounts. Smith v. Holland....v, 108 
separate contemporaneous parol contract, misdescription in wills. Kurtz v. Hibner (with 
when provable. Chapin v. Dobson.... xx, 274 aac chdtesscetunandebeennat iii, 263, 432 
explaining receipt containing recitals by parol evidence to prove obliterated items of 
parol evidence. Cahill v. Austin...... xx, 196 account, — v. St. Patrick’s Society. 
proving whole conversation ; limits of = iii, 182 
Pememee GW. PRRGRSP. 0650 c cc cscccccecces , 293 not admissible to show reservation of right 
explanation of receipt in form of duebin, to revoke written agreement, Wemple he 
Lavalette v. Wendt................ xix, rr es Serre iii, 454 ; iv, 130 
rule against oral er mage as to written interpreting technical phrase in written seme 
agreement a on &. to mee to tract. Sweet v. Shumway....... ... iv, 62 
agreement. rown Vv. ber. . -Xix, 457 conversation at time of written contract. Hoag 
parol to show mutual anes as to ‘meaning Wi, WO. nnn co cin ce cnadeactntecscoceses iv, 235 
of writing. Meyer v. Lathrop....... xviii, 75 excluding conversation before execution of 
verbal and written offers in same transaction. lease. Jex v. McKeeven.............. iii, 278 
Pickrel v. Rose..........++.. + eecces xviii, 517 to explain incomplete written agreement. 
verbal agreement subsequent to written. GROGNG FT. TIER. occsccrcsccccescesoces iii, 175 
Walker v. Johnson ............. -«.Xvii, 432 where written instruments executed in part 
question whether written contract rescinded erformance of oral agreement. Barker v. 
by subsequent negotiations. Hussey v. Bradley LAD pA RdEE eee phe h eke eae nied iii, 175 
EN 6. o a0 ch sb eebekidenescees sacs xvii, 453 consinalan bill of sale with contemporaneous 
oral stipulation on faith of which writing written agreement. Richards v. Stephen- 
was executed. Greenwault v. Kohne, xvii, 37 eee ee pr gres  r ii, 192 
parol evidence to — written guaranty. oral testimony as to contents of account. 
Buffalo Bank v. Nyles........ eaesecs xvii, 433 First N. Bank v. Priest... .....00.ccccees ii, 117 
explaining contract p nent to be “ on usual parol evidence of consideration where nominal 
terms.” Lawrence v. Gallagher..... xvii, 415 consideration appears in written instrument. 
parol to apply terms of deed competent. Barker v. Bradley ...... ...+++++++s++- ii, 12 
Kirkpatrick v. Brown ....... ....... xvi, 245 to identify parties or subject-matter. Stock- 
parol evidence to show what papers referred OE Te, Pa vin cadence samosennssnces ii, 499 
to by clause of reference in written agree- to vary expressed consideration, Boyce v. 
ment. Clark v. Adams....... ...... xvi, 186 NOD 0 6.6 0005:0'9:004094056600006055.5%8 ii, 499 
oral agreement subsequent to execution of verbal agreement preceding written contract 
writing. Courtenay v. Fuller.......... xv, 68 of no effect though writing void, Davy v. 
where part of the agreement is reduced to I 6:66:65 p40 46 40.06000.04040 sR sms > 51 
writing. Dom. 8, M. Co. v. Anderson (in collateral agreements. Bladen v. “Wells . 336 
BU icc occccessccece cocese-cccccocs xv, 64 evidence of verbal agreement under which 
parol evidence in case of fraud. Kosten- note was given. Smith v. Carter........ i, 258 
bader v. Peters... ....0-ccccccesee oe xv, 416 parol evidence not admissible to contradict 
evidence of prior intention inadmissible. plat. Orton v. Henry ..........0..ce00- 
Demo VV. Clageille. ...cccccccscsece coe xv, 438 parol to vary terms of writ. Stucksleger v. 
parol warranty made to induce execution of PL, kaddhwd ae dennhahs.a aah ean’ -i, 299 
written guaranty. Buchel v. Mason L. Co. declaring in written agreement and proving 
CU TINE ook Sav ciccceccesicccscsscess xv, 323 conveyance and parol promise to pay. Ham- 
-—~ evidence qualifying receipt in full. SE SE oon cniacasddacsesaseesass i, 82 
anak v. Blakeley. .......++.+20++sesees Xv, 255] Parties; see abatement ; action. 
ow sense in which words of written Partition, 
gency were used. Buffalo Bank v. connected topics : tenants in common ; judi- 
CAG ae SAUDER SO Hs bECde BE ehREOKS xv, 9 cial sale ; advancements, etc. 
vaital promise to induce execution of writing. void ty logislati sale not capable of ratification 
Graver v. Scott...........ccceececcees 169 egislative act. Maxwell v. Goelschins 
explanation of contents of letter. Richards Caith MUNN 5 ¢ easetsacesanacanso< «.-Xix, 287 
V. WORM GIOR 0. 000..cccccccscsccecs xiv, 12 between tenants for life ; making infant 
evidence of meaning of terms of trade, Mer- remainder-man party. Jenkins vy. Fahey, 
cer M. Co, v. McKee’s Administrator . .xiii, 133 xviii, 156 
parol proof that deed was on consideration of unauthorized sale by wife of land owned by 
trust. Mathews v. Leaman............ xi, 288 herself and children jointly; rights of 
previous parol promise not to be set up against children. Arnold v. Caudle......... xviii, 158 
written agreement. Angell v. D-ke (with improper exercise of power to distribute tes- 
ED 66:00 ve eintxdiess ewes sececcceses xi, 359 tator’s estate among children. Smith’s es- 
supplementing incomplete order for goods by DRteaci ss so0s0ss ccnkintentegdpews xvi, 166 
parol. Fisher v. Abeel................ vii, what constitutes. Farmers’ Ins. Co. v.Ross,xvi, 153 
explaining written contract by parol. Groot who may demand ; future contingent interest 
v. Story (with notes)... ........... ...Vii, 133 aden | by actual partition or sale under 
when proof of circumstances and conversa- sedguent Brevoort v. Brevoort ..... xvi, 13 
tion of parties is admissible. Metropolis action for partition by remainder-man. Sulli- 
N. Bank v. Kennedy .. ....... Senegal vii, 158 eg eer CO 
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Partition — continued. 
service by publication on unknown owner in 
New York. Sanford v. White. .xi, 24; ix, 
discretion of trial court as to whether parti- 
tion was necessary. Howell v. Fields ..x, 
action of partition by heir at law under New 
York act to determine validity of devise. 
Hewlett v. Wood 
laches of purchaser ; canceling sale. she % 
DE Aare cokaveren.acsbonmans 
mode of making division. 
Se Wi MOR ot acens. 5s cs0snnn ae 
right of trustee to maintain action. 
v. Eagle 
proceedings in case of unknown owners, 
(N. Y.) Sanford v. White (remarked on), 


viii, 


viii, 
partition subject to widow’s dower. vo . 
UMD o oncecectomesesose osssannenes 
parties; accounting; preliminary trial of title 
in ejectment. Scott v. Guernsey........ 


partition not maintainable in case of wikia” 
ing adverse eget Florence v. Hop- 
RE AER veer -iv, 

the decree; allowance for advancements in 
_ artition between children; practice. (N.Y.) 

_ § > | rar rarss es iii, 

voluntary partition by coparceners; sale by 
one to others; question of vendor’s lien. 
Thomas v. Farmers’ Bank ii, 

who are entitled to; reversioners. Evans v. 
RAE BEY EEE PR EE 

restraining waste by co-owner after decree ond 
before sale. Baily v. Hobson ii, 

fartnership, 

connected topics: associations; joint parties and 
causes of action ; corporations ; fiduciary 
capacity, ete. 

as to absconding parties, see attachment. 

what constitutes partnership. 
participation in profits as measure of compen- 


er 


stew ewer ee 


PAGE. 


143 
333 


11 


852 


308 


419 


74 


sation ; usury. Richardson v. Hewitt, xix, 217 
when loan of money creates partnership. 
Eager v.Crawford... ......0..e0.00. xix, 160 
agreement for partnership ; consent of all 
parties necessary ; profits. Burnett v. Sny- 
ARES A Re ee xix, 316 
interest on capital contributed ; appropriation 
of payments. Jackson v. Johnson...xviii, 39 
introduction of existing articles into new 
partnership ; expulsion clause; accounting. 
Stewart v.Gladstone ............... xviii, 117 
contract of part-ownership distinguished from 
partnership. Chapman v. Eames... .xvii, 413 
participation in profits. Meyer v. Schacher, 
xvii, 271 
reputation as evidence of partnership. Tay- 
ER ® . RRARA AEA ait xvi, 104 
joint owners of steamboats not partners. 
Adams v. Carroll. ....... ..seseeesees xvi, 319 
directors of private bank not partners. Ben- 
RE eae por eggrnn xv, 144 
partnerships to prevent competition in busi- 
ness, Fairbank v. Leary............. xiv, 446 
association for land seahiiten deeds to 
manager ; death of parties ; accounting. 
PA | errr ree xii, 27 
what constitutes partnership. Dean v. Har- 
I ncn cane abee xeadane xii, 403 
Eastman v. Clark (remarked on)........ xi, 407 
letting on shares; when partnership created. 
Somers v. Joyce caches Ss 6ti $:6-0.0 4 eehees.4dek 
rebutting presumption of partnership. Tinay 
eT errr errr xi, 401 
evidence of partnership ; declarations of co- 
rtner ; — of court and jury. 
leasants v. Fant. ......,..se+ee0+ +00 +Xi, 225 


27 


Partnership — continued. PAGE, 
becoming partner by sharing profits. Eng- 
land v. England (remarked on)..... «Bs 


specific interest in profits distinguished from 


profits as compensation for services. Leg- 
gott v. Hyde (in fall)...... .ccccccccee x, 231 
use of partnership books in evidence on ques- 
tion of existence of partnership. Marvin 
S66 a 6:4 ods a miwe nh aeekell viii, 411 
when member of proposed partnership buy- 
ing goods is estopped to deny partnership. 
ee es vii, 93 
overcoming presumption of partnership aris- 
ing from anereende in profits. Francis, 
OOOO PES: vii, 18 
participation in profits as a proof of partner- 
ship. Parker v. Canfield............... v, 350 
publication of hand-bills with firm name 
signed Tumlin v. Goldsmith..... .- iii, 475 
proof of partnership by declarations. Ben- 
RE T, TUN... 60 s6sccnnes.<4 ohbagens ii, 421 
joint ownership distinguished. Iliff v. eT - 
what constitutes. Harvey v. Childs..... xvi, 266 
Upham v. Hewett....xvi, 321 
Rowland v. Long..... xvi, 418 
Delaney v. Timberlake,xv, 513 
Juliand v. Watson ...iii, 305 
Rittenhouse v. Binninger, 
iii, 129 
Finch v. Lambertson...ii, 478 
Phillips v. Phillips..... i, 336 
Freese v. Ideson........ i, 143 
Wood v. Beath......... i, 43 
partner member of two Sirms. 
relations of firms with common member; 
fraud on one firm by the other. Freeman’s 
ee ES RR err rrr xx, 213 
partners in two firms; application of individ- 
ual property. Jewett, OT TN xvi, 101 
partner member of two firms trading to- 
gether. Fuch v. Blakiston............ xv, 288 
copartnership of two firms; bank account 
kept in name of one does not prove. War- 
OS PEEP POPC CS PE OLE Re vi, 309 
power of one partner to bind firm. 
liability of firm for fraud of copartner ; 
knowledge. Guillou v. Peterson..... xx, 
burden on holder to show note to be firm 
note, where firm carried onin name of one 
partner. Leeds Banking Co. v. Beatson 
ROR ARE a re xx, 108 
submission by one partner in Pennsylvania. 
Ae er eer e xx, 58 
cancellation of firm notes fraudulently given 
by one partner. Fuller v. Percival....xx, 56 
partnership discharged by creditors taking 
notes of one partner 2 exchange for = 
notes. Ludington v. Bell............ 14 
chattel mortgage by oar ‘sonia, Woodruff 
GT 00. bbn 50s 6 <:0 dp), ede eheinmsneeel xx, 352 
onthestay of partner to accept bill in firm 
name. Hogarth v. Latham........... xix, 36 
liability of firm for unauthorized indorse- 
ment by one partner; notice. St. Nicholas’ 
pT es ere errr ee xix, 800 
loan on note of one partner ; use of money for 
firm. Peterson v. Roach............. xix, 222 
action by firm for debt paid by set-off of co- 
partner’s debt with his assent, not main- 
tainable. Chase v. Bean............. xix, 222 
payment by partner of his private debt with 
partnership goods, Locke v. Lewis (with 
I i chu cits ies Seiad one anda tolehaicl xix, 347 


mortgage under seal by one partner not bind- 
ing on firm. Weeks v. Mascoma Rake Co., 





xx, 








210 


CASE-INDEX. 








Partnership — continued. 





PAGE. 
purchase by partner of claim against copart- 
ner with funds of firm. Catron v. Shep- 
SEE OR aR rrr xix, 462 
bond by partners individually, when a firm 
ey, though not naming firm. Berk- 


shire W. Co. v. Juillard.............. xix, 135 
when firm bound by partner’s acceptance of 
bill in own name. Tolman v. nrahan, 
xviii, 137 


partners in non-trading firm not liable for un- 
authorized notes by copartner in firm name. 
Judge v. Brasswell (with notes)... .. xviii, 208 
indorsement of accommodation note by one 
pattner in firm name. Irving, re. ...xvii, 193 
payment of private debt from firm funds. 
lodgett v. Sleeper ....... .+.-...+. xvii, 413 
action against firm debtor not "defeated by 
Ing pan settlement with one partner apply- 
ng, 


= to private debt. Cotzhausen 
ES CORE. PO Oe aa xvii, 251 

én — signed by partners individually is 
a firm liability. Thomas, re......... xvii, 212 


partners not liable for co-partner’s fraud in 
inducing third party to buy their interest. 


Schwabacker v. Riddle.............. xvii, 92 
combination between partner and outsider to 
use firm notes for individual debts, is in- 
dictable conspiracy. State v. Cole.....xvi, 34 
partner unable to assign for creditors without 
co-partner’s consent. Holland v. Drake, xvi, 153 
joint obligation only imported at law by part- 
nership notes. vis v. Willis ..... xvi, 245 
secret purchase by partners of co-partner’s in- 
terest not per se fraudulent. Geddes’ Ap- 
peal etiniietedneddnns tse &ekenae senete xv, 298 
private debt of partner paid with firm funds. 
Thomas v. Pennrich.................. xv, 398 
money borrowed for firm use, but applied to 
use of one partner. Klemhaus v. Generous, 
xiii, 235 
—s of B ny <1 under Louisiana law. 
Beauregard v. Case..........+..s0+05: xii, 379 


partner without authority after dissolution to 

enter appearance for non-resident partner. 
SE 2 iy snk eenadkesns os nan xii, 397 
agreement with one partner that goods 
bought should be set off against private 
debt. Todd v. Lorah............ xi, 
firm note for private debt, whether received 
asaloan. Ross v. Whitefield......... xi, 
liability of firm on lease put into capital by 
one partner. Durand v. Curtis......... xi, 
rights of purchaser of note made by one 
ner in firm name inst firm. Moore- 


eres 


ead v. Gilmore (in full)............... xi, 145 
bond of one partner to pay debts ; — 

ment; set-off. Merrill v Green ........ 75 
money borrowed by one partner in firm name; 
duty of aged on part of lender. Okell v. 

Baton (with notes)... ...cccscccccccececs x, 374 


note given by one partner in firm name for 
private debt. Hayes v. Baxter..... ..viii, 47 
firm bound by notes in firm name used for 
private debt of partner. Van Campbush v. 
| errr rer 
action by firm on en aranty given to one part- 
arrow 


ner. Barnes v. Barrow............-... vi, 
renewal of firm lease by one partner for his 
own benefit. Mitchell v. Reed ......... vi, 12 
loan to one partner no ground of claim against 
firm, = h money applied to firm pur- 
Salem N. Bank v. Thomas ..... vi, 66 
fraudulent use of firm name by one partner 
not a joint cause of action as to other part- 
ners. Calkins v. Smith.......... oeseeeVi, 356 
liability for contract of co-partner; scope of 
partner’s authority. Cobb v. Shepard. -iv, 14 








Partnership — continued. 
mortgage of firm land for firm debt as against 
partner’s 7 ea mortgage of his share. His- 
ER rrr grr iii, 
unauthorized execution of contract under seal. 
Schmertz v. Shreeve ........... iii, 189 ; ii, 
action by partners to recover firm property 
applied by co-partner to private debt. 
Geery v. Cockroft(in full) ............. iii, 
authority of partner dependent on law of place 
of partnership. Barrows v. Downs... .iti, 
taking note of one partner, in transaction for 
benefit of firm. Duvall v. Wood....... ii, 
payment of partnership money on individual 
account ; belief of ow by party tak- 
ing it. Kendall v. Wood.............. q 
note under seal given by one partnerin name 
of firm. Hoskinson v. Eliot............ ii, 
paying debt due firm to assignee of abscond- 
ae. Ayer v. Ayer......... - i, 
purchase by partner of rights useful in part- 
nership business for benefit of others. om 
B. Note Co. v. Edson..........0...+.0+: 
mortgage by one partner to secure personal 
debt. Smith v. Andrews.............-- i, 
liability for co-partner’s fraud............. i, 
limited partnership. 
limited partnership made general in Pennsyl- 
vania if failure to record renewal. _—— 
v. Peterson 
dormant partnership under English act. 
Delhasse, ex parte 
requisites of limited partnership under New 
York act. Durant v. Abendroth....... xv 
who are dormant partners; incoming partners. 
Shamburg v. Ruggles............ «++. xv, 
effect of delay in recording certificates as to 
subsequent creditors. (N. Y.) Levey v. 
RRA rr ee ix, 
liability of undisclosed partner on co-part- 
ner’s draft. Ontario Bank v. Hennessy, vi, 
liability of ome allowing use of his name 
in firm. a ree v, 
when liable as general partner. Canandaigua 
BE GPO Kin c.50 neegetesencaces iii, 
Barrows v. Downs.............eeeeee- iii, 
Van Riper v. Poppenhauser............ iii, 
= of special partner against other ne 
under New York act. Clapp v. Lacy... .ii, 
individual liability ; rights of creditors. 
levy on entire property to reach partner’s in- 
terest; duty of sheriff. Atkins v. Saxton, 
xix, 
extent of right of firm creditors to enforce 
application of firm property to claims, Case 
FV. CONMNOIIOR. oo sccccccsios 6040 —  * 
conveyance of individual property for indi- 
vidual debt, when not a fraud on firm 
creditors. Hewitt v. Northrop........ xix, 
creditor of one partner may attach his inter- 
est in specific portion of stock. Fogg v. 
REP 0:4: 064056-0s0600-05 409000 —s S 
what purchaser of partner’s interest on exe- 
cution acquires. Osborn v. McBride.. .xvi, 
selling interest of all the partners on execu- 
tion upon judgment confessed by one part- 
ner for firm debt. Ross v. Howell..... xv, 
rights of parties not extinguished by sale of 
firm property on execution against co-part- 
ner. Coover’s Appeal (with remarks).. .ix, 
equitable right of creditors of pretended 
partners to preference as against creditors 
of individual bankrupt partner. Kelly v. 
. Vii, 


3 


priority of execution against firm propert 
over earlier one against one partner. 
N. Bank v. Fitch 


suing one partner on firm contract; saad 


PAGE, 


284 
477 


157 
55 
495 


ii, 481 


478 
200 


198 
143 
23 


244 
341 
201 


138 


91 
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Partnership — continued. PAGE. 
of action on death of defendant. Ware, - 
MUR. - 5. 5:5: ociun acenetie soto aus Cnn bach tae 188 


mutual rights of partnership and individual 
execution creditors. Barker v. Smith..iv, 143 
iii, 498 

mortgage by one partner of his interest in 

firm real estate; rights of firm creditors, 
Kistner v. Sindlinger ................ iii, 415 

application of interest in partnership to in- 
dividual debts. Menagh v. Whitwell, iii, 150 

verbal exchange of partnership for individua! 


liability. Hopkins v. Carr............. ii, 117 
taking partnership property under attach- 
ment against particular partners. Smith v. 
on I OO EF OO. i, 414 
concurrent remedies for deceit against part- 
ner, and for price of goods sold to firm. 
Morgan ¥:, FMNG 6.06860) bias Kolbnads i, 276 


Sirm agents. 
partner not bound individually by representa- 
tions of firm agent. Marvin v. Wilber, viii, 
action for fraud of agent of firm ; parties. 


Pe Ty UMN indian ceaciecacnspebes vi, 187 
action for services to firm; dismissal by 
managing partner. Briggs v. Smith. 60 


change of firm name not a revocation ‘Of 


agency. Billingsley v. Dawson.......... i, 317 
partnership in lands, 
partnership in lands; what amounts to; disso- 
lution; accounting; statute of limitations. 
Cnmaler V. WRAROR. .....65.6.cecsteses xix, 163 
effect as to firm creditors of conveyance of 
land to partners as tenants in common. Ti- 
tusville Bank’s Appeal.............2..- xv, 287 
firm real estate considered personal assets ; 
rights of surviving partner. Kleine v. 
EEE EEL LES LEME LAL IRE 8S, LE xv, 16 
partnership between real estate dealers; 
created by parol; rules governing. Ches- 
SE GDRs 00.65.4400 0ncnndesn baba ix, 227 
when real estate conveyed to partners is to be 
treated as partnership assets. Hiscock v. 
56. 65.0bs wecvntncnadiobinesansed vi, 420 
actions, etc., between partners. 
canceling partnership articles entered into 
on false representations. Smith v. —_ 
PPO CE ER NS eee 77 
actions by one partner against another ; bal. 
ance struck. Wicks v. Lippman......xix, 462 


action by one partner on co-partner’s agree- 
ment to pay advances. Gauger v. Pantz, 
xix, 221 
claim of firm on profits made by partner in 
violation of covenant not to engage in other 
business. Dean v. MacDowell (with notes), 
xviii, 163, 222 
question of subrogation of solvent partner to 
rights of firm creditor. Smith, re.....xvi, 169 
on. of knowledge of firm contract no excuse 
to partner agreeing to save co-partner harm- 
less from existing obligations. meee 
TWD cs ose sonededaacuaelnvid 35 
right to accounting of parties to joint ating 
ture. Marston v. Gould............... xv, 333 
effect as to creditors of special agreement be- 
tween partners. Yelter v. Soper...... xv, 352 
agreements between partners not to transact 
business of same kind on personal account. 
Fairbank v. Leavy mah meadin i acoiaanatcaaian xiv, 446 
omission of items in settlement between part- 
ners ; fraud. Dudley v. Scranton...... xi, 367 
liability of partner for profits of secret a 
ment with one dealing with firm. ee 
facturers’ Bank v. Cox (with notes)..... xi, 103 
counter-claim in action for accounting between 
partners. Moore v. ix, 427 
accounts stated ; partnership settlements. vii, 364 





Partnership — continued. PAGE, 
compensation to one partner for managing 
firm affairs. Lynn v. Snyder........... v, 
damages for breach of peaeanhip articles ; 
future profits. Van Ness v. Fisher...... vy, 

right of co-adventurers in purchase to make 
separate bargains with vendor. Pokorney 

, NOUR: occas cdessnscnsdetns a0 iv, 
actions at law between partners ; money due 

on matters distinct from partnership ac- 
counts. Howard v. France............ iii, 
suing co-partner at law. Cruter v. Binninger, 

iv, 141 
Dakin v. 
ii, 498 


185 


actions at law between partners. 
Graves 
Johnson vy. Kelly 
settlement; aiheutng interest. Gyger’s Appeal, 
iii, 189 
action between partners. Rainsford v. Rains- 
pS EE SOE ee eee piiahs bite ii, 8312; i, 274 
change of partners ; right of correspondent to 
proceed under instructions given by m4 


firm, Cullaman v. Van Vleeck......... 98 
retiring partners ; new firm’s assumption of aches. 
assumption of debts by new firm; subroga- 

tion. Knox v. Hayes. ...... ........ xx, 375 


right of retiring partner to subrogation as 
against co-partners for firm debt paid by 


him. Scott’s Appeal............se00+- xx, 17 
duty of retiring partner to give notice. Muss- 
baumer v. Becker..............-0-. xviii, 518 


bond given by co-partners to pay debts; action 

on bond by retiring partner after assigning 

it to creditors, Amos v. Bennett ....xviii, 236 
liability of retiring partner; release by credi- 

tor of firm mortgage without releasing note. 


Rawank ¥. TAPE ccs cssscssccessand xvii, 471 
how far retiring partner may withdraw assets. 
Bautholl, 96....0.00seccccicsocseccs. ov xvi, 303 
liability of retiring partners to creditors. 
Shamburg v. Ruggles ...... Osiiesessas xv, 332 
Speer v. Bishop.......cccccccccsccccce xi, 288 
Billborough T. RAOUNIODs 666000 ccécsasiad xv, 145 


person assuming firm debts discharged by 
neglect of creditor to pursue remedy against 
old eee Colegrove v. Tallman (with 
WOOD sc 4.0: 20064hsdesackssdcrensdaage xiv, 271 
agreement to pay firm debts; action by holder 
of firm note; set off. Barlow v. Myers. . xiii, 146 
rights of creditors of old firm against new. 
Managh v. Whitwell.............+0.- viii, 252 
right of outgoing partner to share of value 
of lease taken by partners in own name. 


Struthers v. Pearce.............000.- viii, 74 
assumption of debts by one partner. Millerd 
TE SE ckccanabadadinnssaemaens viii, 349 
agreement of new firm to pay debts of old ; 
statute of frauds. Schindler v. Ewell, vii, 78 
897 
action on indemnity bond against firm debts ; 
setting off note of obligee as against 
assignee of bond. Merrill v. Greene...vii, 219 
assuming debts of firm; fraudulent notes 
iven by one partner for private debt. Dun- 
BOOP 00: ndae daepisenones bes canubane vi, 277 
right ‘of new firm taking assets and becoming 
, ges for debts of old. Agnew v. Mc- 
| EE TTO RTT eT TT rT iv, 208 
liabilities of incoming partner. Fuller v. 
OO: sd +cceabebsdddaaddesseenaeene iv, 48 
agreement of creditor to take note of new - 
for debt of old. Glasgow v. Hobbs. . , 216 
dissolution. 
damages for dissolution of firm before ae 
time. Conroy v. Campbell ..........- 77 


dissolution without notice; continued liability 
of retiring partner; evidence of reputation; 
secret partner. Benjamin v. Covert....xx, 876 
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Partnership - continued. 
effect of partner’s misconduct in selling 

equities. Black v. Capstick 
ground of dissolution; appointing receiver. 
McKelvy v. Lewis xix, 
will c assignment of firm business and good. 
will carries right to use name. Levy v. 

{ Walker (with notes) 

_ firm debt not discharged by note given in firm 
name by one partner after dissolution with- 
out authority. Gardner v. Conn. _..xviii, 

change in firm ; question between assignee of 
new and creditors of old firm. Crane v. 
Morrison 

right of each member of late firm to use firm 
name. Condy v. Mitchell 

what notice of dissolution is necessary; p 
sumption as to receipt of letters by mail. 
Austin v. Holland 

’ continuance of partnership as to acts after 
dissolution. Thursby v. Ledgerwood ..xv, 

question of fact as to dissol “ion and right of 
action between partners. Read v. Nevitt, 


relations of partners after dissolution. 
v. M xv, 

notice of dissolution ; question of liability of 
retiring partner. Lovejoy v. Spafford, xiv, 

question of priority between creditors on dis- 
solution as to partnership effects. Crow v. 
Conntinementtl (with notes) 

partner not authorized to enter appearance 
for another after dissolution. Hall v, Lan- 
ning 

queues of 


payment of firm debts by one 
partner on 


ssolution ; remedy of creditor 


taking assignment of guaranty. Claflin v. 
Ost 


ix, 

lease by one partner to firm terminated by 
dissolution. Johnson v. Hartshorn... .viii, 

at what date partnership between rebel and 
legal citizens terminated by the war. Mc- 
Stea v. Matthews 

notice of dissolution, when necessary ; when 
implied. Newcomet v. Brotzman 

notice of dissolution; purchase by partner 
afterward. Preston v. Greenvault 

declaration of dissolution. Kellam v. Nor- 
throp 

action after dissolution for firm debt ; parties. 
Phillips v. Clark 

action against former partner to recover 
charges not credited at time of dissolution. 
Baldwin v. Bald 

firm not bound on note given by one partner 
in firm name after dissolution. Haddock v. 


admissions of partners after a 
Shaler v. Alden 

agreement for dissolution construed. Baia. 
win v. Th ni taghbdde dens iseeitenes vy, 

dissolution ; accounting; how far agreement 
for profits makes partner. Losee v. Mat- 


admissions by one partner after dissolution. 
Beardsley v. Hall 

distribution of capital on dissolution. Jack- 

son v. Crapp iii 

agreement for dissolution as consideration for 

note given by one partner to another. 

Springer v. Dwyer iii, 

right of partners under special articles to re- 

yment of contributions to capital before 

nal distribution, Neudecker v. Kohlberg, 

iii, 

action of deceit against executor of partner 

after ptonee contract against firm. 


Morgan v. 8 


PAGE. 


816 


207 


377 


, 251 


36 
514 


388 


i, 109 


41 


409 
25 


3809 


279 


ii, 457 





Partnership — continued. 
action to reach land of deceased partner held 
in trust. Allyn iii 
what amounts to dissolution ; absconding of 
partner. Ayer v. Ayer 
decease of partners. 
lien of representatives of deceased partner 
against creditors of surviving partner con- 
od the business. Hooley v. Gieve - 
ay iaed 
rights and duties of surviving partner sailing 
usiness. Heath v. W 
applying rules of commercial partnership to 
law-firms ; action by executor of deceased 
partner against survivor for settlement of 
account. Denver v. Roane xix, 
surviving partner's right to set off individual 
debt against claim on firm. 
Kaiser (with notes) 
heirs of deceased partner not entitled to firm 
real estate as against firm creditors. Mat- 
thews v. Hunter 
indorsement of firm note by sole surviving 
partner. Johnson v. Bailzheimer 
settlement of interest of deceased partner 
where real estate is part of firm assets. 
Foster’s Appeal (with notes) 
action by creditor against estate of deceased 
partner. Pope v. Col 
refusal to take partnership estate out of 
hands of administrator of deceased partner. 
Baggett, re 
right of surviving partner to exercise privi- 
ege of renewing lease to firm. Betts v. 
June 
right of surviving partner to firm assets. 
Taylor v. Taylor 
action for accounting by executors of de- 
ceased partner; limitation runs from time 
of decease. Knox v. Gye (with notes), vii, 
liability of partners of executors of deceased 
partner; English partnership act. Holme 
v. Hammond i 
relation of representatives of deceased part- 
ner to surviving partner, 
Rowles 
rights and obligations of surviving partner. 
Daby v. Erricson 
settlement of deceased partner’s estate, 
guson v. Wright 
joining executors of deceased partner in ac- 
tion for firm debt. Rechter v. Poppenhau- 


miscellaneous. 
sale by one partner of insolvent firm to an- 
other. Russell v. McCord 
release not extended to firm debts, where 
ag on individual debts. Kirk, ex 


sertin ting — exemptions from firm assets. 
ercher, re 
sention sale by co-partnership. (N. Y.) Mil- 
lington v. Fearing ri 
firm doing business in name of one partner; 
question whether note was of firm or indi- 
vidual partner. Chemung Bank vy. Ingra- 
ham ii 
dismissing complaint in action for fraud as to 
one defendant and proceeding against the 
other. (N. Y.) Taylor v. Selden 
action by assignee to restore stock belonging 
to firm, transferred by one partner to him- 
self, Comstock v. Buchanan ii 
the abbreviations com. and co.; question of 
variance. Keith v. Sturges 
-will. Musselman’s Appeal 
non-joinder of co-partner; variance. Hardy 
v. Cheney... ....scccceeee ec erccccccce ii, 


PAGE, 


385 
140 


i, 293 


50 


, 834 


308 


875 


418 


255 
ii, 875 
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-wall, PAGE. 
connected topics: easements; real property, etc. 
distinction between party-wall and division 
fence. Wister’s Appeal . ......... xviii, 376 
falling of party-wall negligently built by one 
owner. Gorham v. Gross (with notes), xviii, 362 
presumption as to ownership. Africa 8, 
Py Oh TN i vikcin ct ckddest4oanen xviii, 74 
right to “ build to” a wall. ‘Stern v. Sager, 
xv, 84 
question of implied covenant to repair. Cole- 
book v. Gridioey’ Co....6...0s0% 050000 xiii, 436 
expense of building: remedy not limited to 
specific performance. Rindge v. Baker, xi, 273 
use of flue in party-wall. Daly v. Grindley, x, 112 
covenant as to use held personal and not run- 
ning with land. Cole v. Hughes... ... ix, 342 
right of adjacent owners to increase height of 
party-wall. Brooks v. Curtis...... ... vii, 391 
right to use party-wall; rights of grantees 
against each other where wall is included 
in conveyance to one only, 
I 5 isa: ccseess vacsceenas 
easement of adjoining owner in party-wall not 
an incumbrance, Waterman v. Van Every, 
ili, 304 
oral agreement with adjoining owner as to 
party-wall; revocation, Lice v. Roberts, 
iii, 174 
boundary line running ‘‘ through party-wall * 
extends to center of wall. Waterman v. 


I 6 has bin in ine eee eacdahaceed iii, 304 
agreement as to useof party-wall. Green- 
Ee Fs I ao.i sso scccsascecsbesssas ii, 33 
Patents, 


of public lands, see that title ; as to patent- 
right notes, see negotiable instruments, 
when suit properly arises under patent laws 
and is triable in federal court. Hartell v. 
BHM OR TOIT). 66 oc sisic c0ds-0% crnvn xix, 374 
question of validity of Wisconsin act as to 
notes given for patent-rights. State v. 
Lock wood i 
government cannot use patented invention. 
Cammeyer v. Newton (with notes).. ...xv, 
Ohio act as to patent-right notes; non-nego- 
tiable notes not included. State v. Brower, 
xvii, 
state legislation as to amen void. 
Woolen v. Banker (in full)........... xvii, 
state legislation as to notes given for patent- 
rights. Cranson v. Smith (in full and with 
GC Lisi inetaseedcnaw oe .«++ Xvi, 830, 
injunction against circular warning public 
as to rival patent ; action in state court. 
Hovey v. Rubber Tip Pencil Co.... ... xi, 
jurisdiction of state courts to compel assign- 
ment of patent to trueowner. Binney v. 
Annan (with notes).............6. viii, 40, 
jurisdiction of state court over action founded 
on contract, but involving patent. Middle- 
brook v. Broadbent.... ......sccccce.. vi, 
infringement. 
expert evidence on questions of infringement. 
Tillotson v. Ramsay.............0+ «+. XX, 475 
presumption in favor of patent in suit for in- 
fringement. Bates v. Coe........... xviii, 516 
jurisdiction of equity in actions for infringe- 
ment, Cochranev. Deener ........... xvi, 99 
rule of damages for infringement. Birdsall 
Ws UO 9d. St eciavaadncancradaces xv, 251 
submission of question of ‘infringement be 
arbitration, binding. Reedy v. Scott.. , 124 
, 109 


194 
108 


157 


‘purchase of interest in patent by infringer. 
DD F.. DIORA. « < o:3i0'0 ssn 0:00 sapicamenas 
right of appeal under act of 1851, without os 
gard to amount, applicable to controversies 
with infringers. Philip v. Nock. ......vi, 307 
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Patents — continued. PAGE. 
abandonment. 
abandonment of patented invention. Consol, 
Jar Co, v. Wright... 9... .. 0. ee xvi, 39 


abandonment of claim. Smith v. Goodyear 


EW odess hse dasakx setae 9% .. Xv, 266 
effect of surrender of patents on pending suits. 
Meyer v. Pritchard................ xv, 125 


license ; assignment. 
license to sell patented article a good consid- 
eration, though it proves unprofitable. 
Wilson v. Hentges xx, 516 
validity of verbal assignment of right to sell 


patented machine. Springfield v. Drake,xix, 97 
assignment before letters granted ; right to 
renewal. Hendrie v. Sayles.......... xix, 179 


assignment of partnership patent by partner 
in whose name registered. Kenney’s P. 
CO, 0. BOMNGTEER wooo cecticessecsss xviii, 
position of licensee under patent; how far 
estopped to deny validity. Clark v. Adie,xvi, 438 
sale of invalid patent-right. Peck v. Collins, 
xvi, 
caveat emptor ; sale of letters-patent. Kram. 
baar v. Birch Saiki tin ale see ah ao caaaeeaco xvi, 
right of purchaser of patented article to use 
outside of particular territory, Adams v. 
Burks ix, 240 
assignments of patents for original term ; ex- 
tension of term. Mitchell v. Hawley ..ix, 41 
transfer of rights in patent held under license, 
liability of assignee for royalty. hanere? : 
Stearns 
indenture with licensee ; covenant for periodi. 
cal payments under. English stamp act. 
Limner P. Co. v. Commissioners, etc....vi, 144 
sale of right to use patent; false representa. 
tions. Morrow v. Brown..............- ii, 138 
questions as to novelty. 
antecedent device producing same result, 


216 


186 


225 


Gottfried v. Bartholomae............ xviii, 218 
claim for mere result not patentable. Fuller 
Wo BODIROE o.oo osinecacdinccs.oseawens xvi, 90 
claim not to be enlarged by court. Keystone 
Br, Co. v. Phoenix I. Co.............. xvi, 320 
patentability of a process. Cochrane v. 
OR avon dsine 65% Se srcasincccnaipon xvi, 99 
novelty. Smith v. Goodyear Dental Vulcanite 
id ad, da ade panded ae ak eleae xv, 266 


effect of disclaimer. Dunbar v. Myers...xv, 77 
judicial cognizances of scientific fact. Brown 

Vi FO io nics cbcrsenisesacdbeeenaae xiii, 882 
want of novelty. Sewall v. Jones, xii, 397; xiii, 


Union Collar Co. Vv. Van Deu- 


ee PET CE eee ee xi, 220 
Stimpson v. Woodman ..iii, 287 
priority. Coffin v. Ogden...............- x, 109 


identity of design ; appearance to the eye the 
test. Gorham Manuf. Co. v. White. . -vii, 126 
question of identity for jury. Tucker v. 


I 6. cnaentaensdssessenensoeases vi, 309 
claim for design and device distinguished. 

CEE E:T 6550-6 b 900000. nnenaen iii, 456 
new combination. Parkes v. Stegens.....ii, 74 
prior use; notice to plaintiff when specific 

enough. Wise v. Allis............ .--- i, 861 

miscellaneous. 

triviality of many inventions remarked on. 

DEE. TH obs: 6xndnddscsdissenan xx, 423 
reissue for composition not supported by 

? <7 patent for process, Giant P. Co, 

a. 8 eS eee err xviii, 476 
validity of contract for ro alty under litigated 

patent. Jones v. Burnham ... ...... xvii, 891 
misrepresentation as to title ; action for price. 

Krumbhaar vy, Birch ............0.00. xvi, 35 
impeaching action of commissioner. Russell 

V. DOGO. .cccccccccccccccccccccccessEV, OF 











_————_ sending money by mail; when payment ; 
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Patents — continued. 
reissue of patent; change in apeaneinns. 
Russell v, Dod 
question of effect of former judgment a a 
bar in patent suit. Russell v. Place... .xv, 
decisions of commissioner as to improvement 
reviewable. Breckendorfer v. Faber. . xiii, 
amending pleadings after decree. Tremain v. 
Hitchcock xi, 
register of proprietors ; amendment of errors; 
glish act. Horsley’s Patent.......... i, 

Paupers; see poor. 

Payment ; see also, accord and satisfaction ; re- 
ceipts and releases ; money and legal tender ; 
mistake ; statute of Srauds; limitation of 
actions ; taxation, etc. 

what constitutes. 

note discharged by taking new note of debtor 
before maturity. Bantz v. Bassett....xix, 
taking sum tendered in full for unliquidated 
debt is payment. Potter v. Douglass, xviii, 
purchase of coupons on mortgage bonds in 
pursuance of contract with company distin- 
guished from payment. Ketchum v. Dun- 
Ws cancccovcceaceccnceegagese ose9 xviii, 
when old note not canceled by taking new 
note in payment. Chittenango F. N. Bank 
| error ee xvii, 
payinent agreed on in “ lawful money.” Eagle 
Society’s Appeal ..........0.0+ 2... xi, 
whether taking check amounts to payment. 


ee ee ee ed 


eee eee eee ee eee ee 


8. as GOR, Be Be Ws COD co vccinecrces xi, 2 


 iercénsontstvewwegeaaicas ded xi, 
gift on account due. os 
taking notes of third person for perty sold; 

whether payment ; guaranty te seller. = 

den v. Bantel 
payment under former judgment valid though 

doctrine afterward overruled. Miller v. 


taking check for existing debt. 
Brackett 


sumptions. Belleporte N. Bank v. Mc- 
PI 6 6.4: Ub sap eesdeoeseons: &45 vii, 61, 
agreement to borrow and pay part of = 
Bunge v. Koo 
accepting bill of third person for goods sold. 
Gibson v. Tobey 
statement made between parties; question of 
payment or counter-clain. Fuller v. Condie, 
Vv, 
payment by stranger without debtor’s au- 
thority ; right to recall as against debtor. 
Walter v. Jones 
payment by worthless note. Roberts v. Fisher, 
iii, 96; v, 
when creditor discharges debt of principal by 
taking agent’s note. Brown v. Bankers’, 
J ii¢bdat ohne wigededwanawedeass i, 
part payment. 
when part payment discharges liability. Gro- 
Ce ES ey reer Tr. ix, 
when part payment is discharge ; obligation 
of third person. Bliss v. Swarts...... vii, 
compromise by part payment of whole sum 
due, by debtor in doubtful circumstances, a 
discharge. Ellett v. Wade. .......... vi, 
surrender of larger note for smaller a release 
of debt. Draper v. Hitt (with notes) . 
agreement to accept less than amount pb 
Perkins v. Lockwood ..... $hasssedatoy iii, 
payment made to agent. 
acceptance of part payment on debt by agent. 
Reynolds v. Ferree.................. xviii, 
what mode of payment to agent is sufficient 


ee ee 


PAGE, 


57 


353 
240 


92 


311 
189 


498 





Payment — continued. PAGE. 
' to discharge debt as against principal. Pear- 
son v. Scott (with notes)........ xviii, 102, 193 


payment of note to agent not in possession of 
note. Howe Machine Co. v. Simler ..xvii, 354 

presumed authority of agent to receive pay- 
ment, Cox v. Cutter ........c..sc.00- xv, 477 

discharge of debtor paying to agent holding 
security and forging order to collect. Dou- 
_.. AS OCR er orc er. v, 11 


application of payments. 


creditor not bound to apply to secured note 
money raised by surety but paid by debtor. 
Harding v. Tifft xix, 57 
payment on account credited on earliest items. 
ackson v. Johnson.... ...........- xviii, 157 
application of payments; what amounts to 
election by debtor. Wright v. Wright, xvii 253 
contract ultra vires ; appropriation of money 
on, by Te valid payment, Williamson 
v.N.J.SR xvi, 
distribution of 1a security on notes of 
different holders payable at different dates. 
Ocean N. Bank v. B xvi, 166 
application of payments. Phillips v. Moses, 
xv, 149 
More v. Kiff, xiii, 355 
Haynesv. Nice, iii, 174 


169 


ee ee 


recovery back of payments. 

rule against recovery of money voluntarily 
paid. Regan vy. Baldwin. ........... xix, 
messenger receiving overpayment made by 
mistake is not liable. Penacook S. Bank v. 
BNO ca vcdnsetadencessbessessakd x 
action to recover overpayment to milkman 
delivering short quantity by mistake. De- 
vine v. s. 006 ven, 
recovering back money paid on erroneous 
judgment. Scholey v. Halsey 
voluntary payment under mistake of law. 
Lamborn v. Dixon C. Commissioners, xvii, 
recovering back illegal assessment ; what is 
coercion in law. Peyser v. New York (in 
PE v.00 sedieestedessaeetlevbsseees xvi, 283 

money voluntarily paid i in pursuance of = 
ordinance. Brazil v. K , 458 

voluntary payment of illegal fees to public 
811 
163 


519 


officer. Am. St. Co. v. Young..... ... xv, 
recovering back payments made by mistake. 
pe Oe eer rere errr re xiii, 
recovery back of over-payments made under 
protest. Lancashire, etc., R. R. v. Gidlow, 
xiii, 30 

remedy of one making over-payment by mis- 

take in settling fo aga estoppel. Law- 


rence v. Am. Uh dies paens. states ix, 342 
recovery of illegal voluntary payment, East 

R. Bank v. Butterworth... .......... viii, 57 
settlement under decision afterward re- 

versed. Doll v. Earl............. ... viii, 26 


payment to wrong person; true claimant 
cannot recover from him. Osby v.Conant,v, 10 
recovering back money paid for membership 
of society not formed. Churchill v. Stone, 


iii, 308 
action for money paid by mistake. Baltimore 
Cit. Bank v. Grafflin................... iii, 189 
action to recover back money paid as fine 
under irregular sentence. Clark v. Hol- 
ridge... ..---. ee eeeeee esse eeseeeeees iii, 12 
action to recover payment made in ignorance 
of facts. Kendal v. Wood.............. ii, 481 
recovery of money paid by mistake. Citizens’ 
Bramkt v. GreGBim. 2... cccces cccccccvces ii, 73 
miscellaneous 
waiver of ‘right to sue for tort by accepting 
over-payment. Hulst v. Flanders..... xix, 59 
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Payment — continued. PAGE, | Perjury — continued. PAGE. 
presumption of payment from length of - administering oath in courts, Keator v. 
BONE T, PMI. oss cans ceseeneseses 478 People ......0-cceessacscssceeeseres xii, 845 
presumption of payment of note from Pitan perjury defined; English act. Queen : 
sion and cancellation. Gray’s Adm’rs v. OE Oe RT ee , 141 
WN a6 008s genshems fers abtarnentshe i, 256 false affidavit for new trial. State v. Chand. 
duty of receiver of counterfeit money to use DO ai nino 5 Ott gin dedeineqewes ddaeare , 112 
diligence. Windgate v. Neidlinger (with false swearing before grand jury. State v, 
er rT er re © xiv, RRO FIS ES Fee Pre Ror eee ed, 298 
maker entitled to note on payment. Otisfield Perpetuities, 
er error xii, connected topics: charities ; devise and leg- 
duty of one receiving counterfeit money to acy ; trusts. 
notify giver. Atwood v. Cornwall (with void accumulation ; Thellusson act. Weath- 
IR saignni0os.00hs.0-0. ad mand das xii, 115 erell v. Thornbush..............cse0. xvi, 822 
maker liable notwithstanding payment to one accumulations for minors; New York ‘ot 
not real holder, Gosling v. Griffin (with Robinson v. Robinson.. oosesesesese iv, 818 
PP OEE ere ree CO mee ere: xiii, 173] a8 to remoteness, etc. 
question whether money paid on note was to Garvey v. McDevitt...........seeeee- xvii, 273 
discharge it or as purchase for another. Moore v. Hegeman.........+-.ee000 xvii, 254 
NE Fs CRONE ino os «dns 05s. tonnes xiii, 248 Hall v. Hall...... ainda. daha <aobien xvi, 186 
maker of note not affected by part payment Stevenson v. Lesley...............00- xvi, 371 
by joint maker. Hance v. Hair..... -xiii, 233 ye a. eee eee Xv, 
action against principal debtor by third per- Chipman v. Monigomery............. xiii, 101 
son giving note to creditor. Wright v. Wetmore v. Parker.............-00- viii, 313 
Is sd ia.sinesxikcs tied Seceehamamboks v, 350 Chamberlain v. Chamberlain........... iv, 174 
action for interest after payment of principal Burrill v. Boardman..............s000 iv, 173 
of note. Robbins v, Cheek... .iii, 183; iv, 144 Tracy v. Ames....... ce Ee -seiv, 250 
what is a voluntary payment. Post v. Clark, DOG GAE VT. WOMB. occccsccccsctscscccoss iii, 397 
ii, 154 Donahue v. McNichol... ......... eeeeedi, 82 
Penalties, po i ee oe rere y , 456. 
connected topics: damages; liquors; action; Personal injuries ; see railroads ; animals ; mas- 
licenses. ter and servant ; municipal es 3 negl- 
recovering repeated penalties for carrying on gence ; highways ; death ; damages, et 
business without license, State v. Johnson, Personal services, see labor and services. 
xv, 128 | Petition of right, 
cumulative penalties for usury by national against crown for money received from for- 
banks. Hintermister v. Chittenango Bank, eign power on claims of subjects, Rus- , 
xiii, 163 tomjee v. The Queen..................XV, 414 
action of debt for statutory penalty. Chaffee Pews ; see churches. 
ee Rs SS. iano ccat, weebceweacerlae x, 94] Photographs; see evidence. 
form of summons in action for statute pen- Physicians, 
alty. (N. Y.) McCown v. N. Y. C., ete., R. connected topics : experts; privileged com- 
DP iiscchinttmasdansensa esaeneeael vii, 315 munications ; negligence; as to sale of 
prosecutor must appear of record to obtain business, see restraint of trade. 
moiety. State v. Smith .............. vii, 14 communications to medical adviser ; when ad- 
Pensio missible in insurance suit under New York 
exemption of pension money from attachment. act. Edington v. Etna Ins. Co. (with notes), 
Spelman v. Aldrich.................. xix, 202 xx, 468 
withholding pension money ; offense not con- physician’s books of account admitted in ac- 
tinuous; operation of statute of limitations, tion for services against estate. Wetmore 
United States v. Irvine... ......++. . xix, 179 W, BOK. 6. oncccsce iss ssp ccspdenesod xix, 400 
charge of retaining greater compensation than defense of malpractice in action for services 
allowed by law. United States v. Snow barred by former judgment for surgeon in 
CIN yo. oi dcincisdtsccenscencesa xv, 219 suit against him for malpractice. Haynes 
Perjury ; see also, witness ; elections. V, CPD WAT. 0...06550000cscvcssssececees xix, 180 
indictment must state ihat oath was made be- liability of surgeon for misleading advice, 
fore proper authority, Stewart v. State, xx, 296 Carpenter v. Blake ...........-.e00-- xix, 184 
false swearing in criminal hearing on illegal power of legislature to require practitioners 
warrant. Rex v, Hughes............. xx, 80 to pass examination, Fraser, ex parte, xix, 79 
swearing falsely to insurance reports; knowl- action for malpractice barred by recovery of 
edge and belief. Lambert v. People (re- defendant against plaintiff for services, 
ee Ee I Pert recor xix, 185, 200 Blair v. Bartlett .......0.ccscceseee- xviii, 475 
where oath was taken irregularly by notary. right of medical experts to compensation for 
Case v. People (remarked on)... ...xix, testifying. Buchman v. State (in full), xvii, 242 
case of bank president indicted for false duty of physician to testify as expert without 
swearing as to condition of bank...... xix, 306 extra pay. Dement, ex parte (with notes), 
charge of subornation of witnesses; vari- xvii, 43 
ance. Watson v. State.............. xviii, 420 contributory negligence of aed Geisel- 
conflicting statements under oath insufficient man Vv. Bo ccccccccccccccoccccces xiii, 275 
proof of. Swartz v. Commonwealth...xv, 352 expulsion of homeeopathists by medical 
perjury before United States commissioner society. Gregg v. Mass. Med. Society (with 
not cognizable in state courts. Bridges, ex WOCOR) 06:0 0.0:600505.004- 66 00ceencnesses xii, 168 
parte (with notes)..........+ssseeeees xv, 55 contributory negligence by patient disobeying 
requisites of charge. Harris v. People .xiii, 163 instructions. Geiselman v. Scott (with 
Gurton v. People...v, 175 BOON bad aatricin (aacniineniaeacobened xii, 8 
People v. Geston...iv, 366 contributory negligence of patient. Hibbard 
presumption of official pantie tes of person v- Thompson...... Peer a SEE ey et! Pe, x, 92 
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Physicians — continued. PAGE. 


implied promise to pay physician for services 
to sick child. Crane v. Bandoine 

physician’s testimony not admissible as to 
facts obtained in professional confidence. 
Hunn v. Hunn (remarked on). . ix, 74; viii, 
Briggs v. Briggs i 


odie pe 4 rule as to skill re- 
quired. Carpenter v. Blake 
care required of injured plaintiff in selecting 
physician. Collins v. Council Bluffs. . . vii, 
defendant ordering attendance of physician on 
another, held enced liable. Bradley v. 
OD £adctens.c6e Ss enadandeige See vii, 
physician may answer as to ordinary and na- 
tural result of injury. Briant v, Trimmei, 
vi, 
malpractice ; evidence that defendant did not 
present bill for services. Baird v. Gillett, v, 
faise representations in sale} of physician’ 8 
business. Bradbury v. Bardin 
malpractice in treating colt ; evidence. Prohi 


judgment for surgeon in suit for services a 
bar to action against him for malpractice. 
Gates v. Preston 


318 
2 


calling homcopathist a gel privilege of 


witness. White v. Carroll 
Pilots, 
connected topics: shipping and admiralty. 
New York pilotage acts; unlicensed pilots. 


Commissioners v. Pacific M. St Co...viii, ¢ 


what amounts to refusal to take pilot. Ger- 
mond y. Martin vi 

registered vessels; conflict of state and federal 
aws. Murray v. Clark vii, 

constitutionality of New York act; federal 
and state legislation ; penalties. Sturgis v. 
Spofford 

state jurisdiction as to pilotage at sea. 
son v. Mills 

effect of federal acts on state laws. 
Henderson v. Spofford 


connected topic : highways. 
plankroad corporations in New York; au- 
thority as to taking, and use of land. Heath 
vii, 
action against plankroad co mpany ; limita. 
tions. (N. Y.) Conklin v. Furman... vi, 
assessments on plankroads. (N. Y.) People 
Vv. 

Pleading and practice ; see also, titles of particu- 
lar actions and proceedings ; also, action ; 
trial ; appeal ; joint parties. 

bill of particu rs, ete. 
references to instruments not wearer" 
Cohen v. Cont. Ins. Co 
bills of particulars in actions of tort. (N. Y. ) 
Tilton v. Beecher (remarked on) xiii, 
bill of particulars ; striking out items. (N. Y.) 
Matthews v. Hubbard vi, 
what items constitute an account, Ditten- 
hoffer v. Lewis 
practice as to bill of particulars. (N. Y.) Rob. 
inson v. Weil 
answer. 
striking out answer as sham. Webb v. Foster, 
xx, 
extension of time to plead ¢o a certain day, 
Clark v. Ewing xviii, 
supplemental answers; discretion of court be. 
ow. (N. Y.) Spears v. New York . . xvii, 
— of answer. (N. Y.) Boughen a 


298 
341 
13 


, 335 
820 
140 


518 
154 





Pleading and practice — continued. PAGE. 

when answer need not be verified under act 
of 1854, Fredericks v. Taylor 

question of admission in answer. Ross-Lewin 

v. Redfield , 256 
answer struck out as frivolous; order not re- 
viewable on —_ from judgment. (N. = 

Mahon v. Hall 330 
sham answer in action on note, (N. Y.) Giafiin 

v. Jaraslauski vii, 392 
frivolous second answer. (N. se re 

, 128 

47 

54 

234 


v. Fash 
defense of stated account. (N. Y.) dccons 
Di ohare dbssmerncisacessseces iii, 
affidavit of verification of answer. (N. Y.) 
Sexauer v. Bowen..... ...........000- iii, 
waiver of objection to capacity of plained 
(N. Y.) Henderson v. Kelly 
general denial. 
evidence under answer of general denial. (N. 
Y.) Koehler v. Adler 
what is a sufficient general denial, 
Jones v. Ludlam 
what evidence admissible under general de- 
nial of indebtedness. (N.Y.) Pollock v. 
Lilienthal 
what amounts to general denial giving right 
to jury trial. (N. Y.) Thompson v. Erie 
R. R iv, 
evidence under general denial and plea of 
payment in action on note. Evans v. — 
liams 251 
what admissible under general denial. (N. Y. ) 
Carpenter v. Goodwin 46 
demurrer. 
motion to dismiss complaint ; remedy by de- 
murrer. Tooker v. Arnoux xx, 97 
what admitted by demurrer. 
wold 211 
waiver of defective service by appearing and 
demurring. (N. Y.) Ogdensburg, etc., R 
R. v. Vermont, etc., R. ii, 411 
dismissing in general ‘terms bill demurred to 
on several grounds, when erroneous. House 
v. Muller i, 238 
amendments. 
power < amending pleadings under code. (N. 
Y.) Reeder v. Rove 
Gavan in action to recover personal prop- 
erty; amendments. (N. Y.) Simmons > 


——— summons to bring in soaked. 
covered partners. (N. Y.) Phair v. Barago- 


omission of material allegations cured by 
judgment; amendment after judgment. 
ullerton v. Dalton  S 
striking out allegations of tort in action on 
contract. (N. Y.) Conaughty v. Nichols, i, 
defendant concluded by suffering judgment 
under were name. Balt, First N. Bank 
v. Jaggers 
amendments ; discretion. Lowry v. Inman, i, 
Smith v. Howard, 
Bates v. Bates.. .i, 
miscellaneous. 
adjudication on order to show cause as to au- 
thority to sue, not reviewable on motion to 
dismiss. Carpenter v. Allen.. xx, 76 
when discontinuance should be granted. 
Carlton v. Dancy 
granting seanguananh. Hunt v. Church.. 
Younghause v. bier 
vii, 233 
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Pleading and practice — continued. 


PAGE. 
condition of bond for appearance not ap- 
licable to adjourned hearings. Noble v. 


Steaiane pleading. (N. Y.) Strong v. Sproul, 

ix, 

dismissal of action for delay of plaintiff 

Morange v. Meigs ix, 292 
settlement of issues for jury. (N. Y.) Loes- 

chigk v. Hatfield vii, 45 
feigned issues; rejecting findings. (N. Y). 


Brown v. Clifford 
discontinuance refused against wish of repre- 
sentatives of deceased defendant. 


Bain- 


case made. (Mich.) Wheeler v. Wilkins. ‘ii, 336 


Pledge, 


connected topics: stocks ; banks ; brokers ; 
mortgage ; bailment, ete. 

rights of holder of notes as collateral; trans- 
ferring them by way of compromise. Union 
OME EM. ©. THOR ig 6b ocescs cadsses XX, 

liability to debtor for negligence in realizing 
collateral security. Hazard v. Wells...xx, 

right of pledgee of tolls to sue for them. 
Long v. Fox 

retention of collaterals for subsequent advan- 
ces. James v. Harper xix, 483 

transfer of collaterals by transfer of note. 
Davis v. Wrigley 

meagure of recovery in action on collateral 
securities. Union N. Bank v. Roberts, xix, 137 

recovery on collateral security ; attorney’s 
fees not allowed. Second N. Bank v. 


54 
54 


ix, 180 
duty of ‘holder of stock as collateral ; not 
bound to sell at once, on non- -payment. of 
debt. O'Neill v. Whigham 
wrongful pledge of stock by agent to secure 
loan to himself. Canada M. Bank v. Liv- 
ingston (in full) ili 
possession essence of contract of pledge ; 
privilege of pledgee under Louisiana law. 
Casey v. Cavaroc 
possession essential to pledge. 
Colburn 
creditor collecting collateral securities by dis- 
counting and suing them. Lord v. Bige- 
xvii, 
right of pledgee to possession of pledge, as 
against assignee in bankruptcy. Yeatman 
v. N. O. Savings Inst 
sale of pledged property by pledgee. 
v. Smith 
loss by theft of collateral security in hands of 
creditor, Winthrop 8S. Bank v. Jackson, 
xvii, 
question of distribution of proceeds of mort- 
gage given tosecure coupon bonds. Hodge’s 
Appeal xvi, 
sale of pledge by pledgee after pledgor’s 
bankruptcy. Jerome v. McCarter 
use of animal pledged by pledgee. 
wood v. Brown.. a 
right of pledgee to sell; rights of his vendee. 
Bradley v. 
collateral security, when carried to indorsee 
by transfer of note. Vose v. Scatcherd, xvi, 
right of pledgee of commercial paper to sell. 
Joliet Co. v. Scioto Co 
question of ownership between purchaser of 
note in pledge and creditors of pledgor ; 
serving attachment on maker. Howe v. 
Strong 
election between securities ; question of no- 
tice. Wood v. Sheehan xv, 
wrongful sale of pledge; rights of innocent 


95 





Pledge — continued. 
purchaser. Talby v. Freeman’s S, & T. Co., 


XV 
duty of creditor as to exhausting collateral 
security. Sauthoff, re 
tights of holder of’ collateral. 


notice to terminate contract of deposit of 
money as security for agreement. McCul- 
lough’s Co. v. Strong 

redemption ; tendering interest. 
Strong 

discharging surety to amount of collateral se- 
curity by neglect to give stipulated notice 
of sale. Vose v. Florida R. vii, 

selling stock pledged ; actual notice of title. 
Porter v. Parks 

action for refusal to return ee bonds 
after loan paid. Roberts v. Burdell 

re-pledge of pledged stock ; effect of poe he 
ment indorsed on certificate. McNeil v. 
Tenth N. Bank 

sale of pledge without notice. Strong v. Nat. 
B. Asso 

rights of pledgor as against pledgee ; right. of 
trustee. Hoppin v. Buffum 

right of creditor holding different collateral 
securities to resort to each. Smith v. Hun- 


what amounts to conversion of collateral by 
holder. Greenwold v. Metcalf 
pledgee’s want of diligence in collecting. 
Rice v. Benedict 
action by general owner against purchaser 
from pledgee. Kidney v Persons.......i, 
Police ; see arrest and imprisonment ; assault F 
False imprisonment ; sheriffs and constables. 
Polygamy ; see bigamy and polygamy. 
Poor, 


connected topics: office and officers ; muni- 


PAGE, 


120 


331 
91 
176 


ii, 335 


199 


cipal corporations; insane persons ; domi- | 
cule. 


power of superintendents of poor to bind 
minors. Johnson v. Dodd 
penalty for neglect to support pauper ; 
York act. Duel v. Lamb 
order compelling sons to support father; 
New York act. Stone v. Burgess 
bond for expenses of support of pauper 
mother; New York act; colore officii ; 
former ‘judgment in action by predecessor 
in office. Turner v. Haddon 
loss of residence without acquiring another. 
N. Yarmouth v. W. Gardiner 
change of settlement by removal of widowed 
mother. Burrell v. Pittsburg iii, 
agreement with superintendents of poor for 
support of lunatic daughter. (N. Y.) newt 
v. Miller ..... Cor ccscees os -coesedeses 
appeals from orders of removal by Pets 
councils. (R. I.) Paine v. North Provi- 
dence Council 
Possession; see adverse possession; real property; 
ejectment ; replevin ; lien, ete. 
Post-office, 
forgery of postal money-orders. United States 
v. ‘ 
sending lottery circulars; letters not to be 
opened by officials without process of law; 
power of congress. Jackson, re (in full), 
xvii, 437, 
wer of congress to regulate mail-matter. 
United States v. Whittier .. - xvii, 
post-office order held in England, a negotia- 
ble instrument, Evans v. Salmond. ..xvii, 
what amounts to obstructing the mails. Uni- 
ted States v. Clark ....... ieiseceud xvi, 


111 
32 
191 


448 
334 
436 
224 
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Post-office — continued. 
liability of mail carrier to arrest for criminal 


offense. Penny v. Walker (with notes), xiv, 111 


contract created by acceptance of bid under 
department advertisement. Garfield v. 
NR 6 deeestecectccces ne 0% xiii, 
compensation for extra service in carrying 
mails. Roberts v. United States... ..xiii, 
money-order act; indictment for embezzle- 
ment; limitations. United States v. Nor- 
Pe ony ee ee eT ee Pree TTT xiii, 
mail carrier exempt from arrest on civil pro- 
cess. United States v. Bean (with notes), 
xii, 
scurrilous communications; postal “—_- 
United States v. Pratt................. 
mail wagon and horse in use not attachable. 
Harmon v. Moore (with notes)...... ... vii, 
ey ohn fined for transmitting hand- bills 
wit 
Power of ethemnen’ see agency. 
Powers, 
connected topics: trusts; devise and legacy; 
executors and administrators, etc. 
grant of power of sale to one not in terms 
executor or trustee, construed as carrying 
fee. Jennings v. Conboy............ xviii, 
exclusive power ; appointment to one object. 
WOME, OR. occe casgacencesseecssess 6% xvi, 
setting ‘aside appointment for fraud. Top- 
ss OO Ee ii, 
bargain with appointee giving appointor con- 
tingent interest. Cooper v. Cooper 
power to appoint by will only; execution by 
general devise or bequest. Powell's Trusts, 
i, 


Practice ; see ae and practice. 
Pre-emption ; see lands. 
Prescription ; see limitation of actions; easements; 
water and water-courses, ete. 
Presentment ; see negotiable instruments; checks. 
President ; see army. 
Priests ; see churches. 
Privilege; see witness ; 
slander. 
Privileged communications ; see privilege. 
Probable cause ; see malicious prosecution ; libel 
and slander ; malice. 
Probate ; see executors and administrators; judges 
and courts. 
; see writ and process. 
Prohibition, writ of; see office and officers. 
Protest ; see neyotiable instruments, VI. 
Proximate cause, 
connected topics: negligence ; 
highways ; animals, etc. 
negligence ; [oo and remote cause. 
Riddell v. N. Y. Central, ete., R. R.... xvii, 
remoteness of damage in action for trespass 
on coal mines. Williams v. Raggett. .xvi, 
sheriff not liable for assault by escaped pris- 
oner. Hullinger v. Worrell 
injury to plaintiff's wall by vessel driven by 
wind and tide after striking sand-bank 
through negligence. Romney Marsh, etc. 
v. Trinity H. Corporation.............. vi, 
Public lands; see also, mines. 
in general. 
priority between railroad company and settler. 
Knevals v. Hyde (in full)..... ..... .. Xx, 
bill in behalf of government to set aside 
patent ; attorney-general must bring or au- 
thorize it, United States v. Throckmorton, 
xix, 
invalidity of government officers to recall 
patent ; equitable relief where improperly 
granted. "Tia v. Robbins.......... xvii, 


attorneys ; libel and 


damages ; 


ake taxation of claim to government lands. 


PAGE, 


hemencades xv, 234 


352 
149 


228 


369 


341 
73 


455 


303 


290 


370 


16 


432 





Public lands — continued. PAGE, 


Cent. Col. Imp. Co. v. Pueblo C, Commis- 
sioners xvi, 478 
power of congress of exclusive legislation 
over places purchased ; title to soldiers’ 
home. O’Conner’s petition............ xii, 
right of government extinguished by convey- 
ance by railroad to trustees of bondholders, 
Tucker v. Ferguson... .......cccccesss xi, 
right of state to tax public lands granted by 
congress to railroad, Union Pacific R. R. . 
McShane........ 
taxation of lands granted railroad in which 
United States has interest. Hunnewell = 
Cass Count 
title to lands granted to state in aid of ‘alieend 
and forfeited by company. Schulenburg v. 
PEEL AETEETEOOO EOTE: xi, 
copies of records of state land office as = 
ee rer 
land grants for school purposes ; official 
records; copies. Hedrick v. Hughes. . -Vii, 
state legislation affecting public lands. Gib. 
son v. Chouteau........ éccces seenervios vi, 308 


221 


156 


82 


82 


eee ere eee eer ee ee eee 28 


82 
94 
157 


grants for schools. 


grant of land to states for school purposes. 
Beecher v. Wetherby ................ xvi, 455 
patent void as covering lands granted to state 
for school purposes. Sherman y. Binck,xv, 31 


* water rights. 


rights of owners of canals, etc., over public 
lands; customary law of miners. Jennison 


v. Kirk POE A DEO OE TEE Oe xix, 398 
appropriating stream on ' pen lands. Osgood 

WHO OR... ons. scccccess xix, 99 

water rights in public iets saith aw eanecied xi, 81 


no right acquired against government by diver- 
sion of water on public land. Vansickle v. 


IE oe neniinns dia hiblen sedtwen sé Ober’ vi, 99 
pre-emption, settler’s rights. 
prior rights of locator. Wirth v. Branson, 
xviii, 476 
agreement void as violating pre-emption laws. 
Ste ©, PEED <i nnndennvceesneed xviii, 376 
requisites of pre-emption claim, Moore v. 
I ia bchiiah-ehe tans ¢ tacit ahaa eae xvii, 482 
intrusion under pretense of pre- emption, 
Ne re xvii, 292 
cutting timber by settler. United States v. 
eid cinta Bie dieiae dork d xvi, 457 
pre-emption of land claimed under Mexican 
title. Van Reynegan v. Bolton........ xvi, 407 
title of pre-emptor not questionable by one 
without interest. Houck v. Kelsey....xv, 124 
pre-emption claims ; selection of lands by state 
under act of 1841. Shepley v. Cowan, xiii, 198 
contracts between actual settlers concerning 
title to be acquired. Lamb v. Davenport,x, 92 
contracts of settlers under Oregon donation 
act of 1850. Lamb v. Davenport..... viii, 360 
rights of settlers under pre-emption laws. 
Hutchings v, Low..........-..+.4-55. vii, 158 
how far commissioner's decision is final as to 
conflicting claims of pre-emption. Johnson 
RE kts ina. oot aanekéaciindiall vi, 308 
title under act of 1807 prior to issue of pa- 
tent. Lebian v. Armitage.... ........ iii, 154 
niscellaneous, 
territorial claims; statute of limitations. 
pO rar rer xi, 12 
patents for claims in Missouri under Spanish 
and French concessions. Conneyer v. Shaf- 
hors hice sien encase aenle eteedsw divinioneud xi, 288 
pater:c for saline lands. Morten v. Greene, xi, 220 
recall of patent; issue of second patent. 
dh TT ee ae i, 460 
possessory claims on public lands taxable. 
People v. Black D. Min. Co........ ... i, 378 
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Public policy; see illegal contracts. PAGE. | Railroads — continued. PAGE, 
Publication, Commonwealth v. Eastern 


connected topics: municipal corporations, I 
(ordinances); notice. 

interval required between days of publication 
of weekly notice. King, re........... vii, 

Quo warranto ; see ¢lections ; corporations. 
ads, 
1. constitutional law ; 
Il. taking land ; eminent domain ; 

Ill. as carriers of freight. 

IV. 
V. 
VI. 


VIL. 


various general topics. 
damages. 


baggag 
alae ; running over persons; fires 
Srom sparks ; injuries to cattle, ete. 
employees. 
VIIL. connecting lines ; 
IX. street railroads. 
connected topics : carriers, and titles there 
referred to ; receivers; negligence; master 
and servant ; bailment ; corporations ; 
taxation ; eminent domain. 
as to railroad-aid bonds, see municipal cor- 
porations ; concerning negotiable bonds, 
see also, negotiable instruments. 
I. constitutional law ; various general topics. 
in general ; conflict of laws. 
question whether charter required bridging 
of river between states. Union P. R. R. v 
Hall 
injury to passenger passing through Pennsy]- 
vania on his way from one point to another 
in New York. Dyke v. Erie R. R...... iii, 
vii, 
citizenship of railroad corporation. Balt. & 
eo Y Se Berets sree xvi, 
railroad in one state with office in another; 
uestion of place of contract. Brown vy. 
Session & A. R. R. (with notes)........ xv, 
legislative power, ete. 
exemption granted as inducement to build 
railroad not revocable by re 
Humphrey v. Pegues ‘ 
power of states to compromise debts due diem 
railroads. Woodson v. Murdock....... xi, 
constitutionality of Pennsylvania act a 
amount of recovery against railroads, 
J. Central R. R. v. Cook (remarked on), xi, 
Wisconsin act regulating speed of trains. 
Haas v. C. & N. W. R. R. bee oe ae 
recovery for illegal charges under Wisconsin 
act. Streeter v. C. M., ote,, Be Boies xv, 
the Potter railroad law (remarked on)..... x, 
validity of lowa law requiring companies to 
fix and post up tariffs of charges. Chicago 
& N. R. R. v. Fuller (in full).......... ix, 
act making company unconditionally liable 
for stock killed, invalid. Zeigler v. 4 - 
SS eee 
legislative power to regulate tolls. 
Winona R. R. (with notes)............ xiv, 
New York general railroad act; increase of 
rates of fare. Johnson v. H.R. R. R..vii, 
validity of Iowa law requiring railroads to fix 
and give notice of rates of fare. Chicago 
& N. W. R. R. v. Fuller (in full)...... ix, 
cumulative penalties for charging illegal 
fares. Fisher v. N. Y. Central R. R. (in 
full) 
action for penalty under general railroad act 
for charging over-fare. McCoun v. N. Y. 
eg We Misc 6 isc icpabsescesdescsaseed vi, 
validity of act for elevated railway in New 
York. Gilbert Elevated R. R ...xvi, 223, 


through contracts, etc. 


validity of city ordinance forbidding use of 
steam on railroads in city. Richmond, etc., 
Be He. vw. Bichemond. 5. 5 esses ch scs xvii, 490 
validity of act requiring railroad to erect 








porrueng of passengers and other travelers. 


13 


i, 167 


338 
30 


104 


383 


28 
126 


262 
13 
13 


2 
Vv 


493 
127 
188 


113 


58 


110 
194 





station-house. 
The Boa sia sce cevcsessndieges seemaseae 
constitutionality of Maine act authorizing 
commissioners to direct erection of depot. 
Comwm’rs v. Portland, etc., R. R......... xii, 
act requiring railroad com pany to erect bridge 
over track. People v. B. & A. R. R...xvi, 
statute regulating running of trains in city 
and fencing, applicable to road were | 
chartered. P. 8., etc. R. K. v. B. — 
R 


62 
370 


, 149 
477 
229 


er 


validity of tonnage tax act of 1864. (N. Y) 
Commonwealth v. Erie R. R............ ii, 
liability of scrip dividends to taxation. Bailey 
v. N. ¥. Central RB. B... 2... ccccee er 
validity of Pennsylvania tax on gross receipts 
of Erie railroad company. Erie R. R. v. 
PIU. 6:60:55 tise 4.0. 69:60046240085 xi, 125 
taxation of horse railroad rolling stock. Ran- 
dall v. Elwell ecceeee- Vili, 829 
new and old companies ; consolidation, ete. 
special privileges of private charter not as- 
signable. Pittsburg R. R. v. Moore,. .xix, 
private railways in Great Britain ; not bound 
by act for public ones ; fencing. Matson 
Se Pre ae ere ee xix, 
forfeiture of charter for omission to perform 
condition of general railroad act. Brooklyn, 
ONG, Ds Bi OR. 0 sisi bins yccceeeyside xix, 177 
forfeiture of charter for non-user ; lease of 
part of road. People v. Albany & V. R. R., 


59 


36 


xx, 73 
consolidation ; effect on exemptions. Atlantic 
& G. R. R. v. Georgia........ .....2.. xix, 
effect of consolidation on immunity from tax- 
ation. Maine C. R. R. v. State....... xvii, 
effect of consolidation on contracts. 
v: Lele G., e005 Be he disk scss sccecest 
liability of new company on debts of old. 
Wright v. M. & 8t. P.R. R .iv, 
state legislation altering charter ; effect of 
consolidation. Shields v. State (in full), xvii, 
implied extension of charter by act of legisla- 
ture authorizing company to issue bonds, 
Foster v. Fitch 
consolidation. Paine v. Lake BR. Bis.cs ii, 
rights of creditors against new company buy- 
ing out old. Vose v. Cowdrey, ii, 495 ; vii, 
effect of consolidation on rivileges and ex. 
emptions. Tomlinson v. Beonch verre «Vii, 
effect of bankruptcy. 
liability of earnings of mortgaged railroad in 
hands of trustee for injury. Smith v. 
ee rrr ry tere xvii, 
duty of trustees to make annual report termi- 
nated by appointment of receiver. Hugue- 
not N. Bank v. Studwell......... .++ Xviii, 
liability of purchasers of bankrupt railroad 
for injury to passenger. Metz v. B.C., etc., 
R. 


392 
, 297 
17 
05 


see eeeee 


— 


95 


_ 


54 
218 


231 


895 


liability of trustees in possession for bond- 
holders. Baxter v. Wheeler........... vii, 29 
leases of road. 
lessor company not liable for injuries caused 
by neglect of lessee company. —- * 
Spuyten D., ete., RB. B......0. socesces 
New York act as to railroads held antar 
lease. Fisher v. N. Y. Central R. R. ~ 
DN tiicnc tdinds Sieataoeueees ee 
covenant to construct cattle-guards at hey 
road crossing im s no duty on wry 
Cook v. M. & St. P. R.R.......... 0... 240 
power of company to. uarantee debt of icon 
road. Lawvy, Cal, P. R. R. (with notes), xv, 303 
lease of road; remedy for injury  % 
. Rk, 
xii, 


58 


lessees. Mahoney v. atlantic, etc, 
24 


220 


CASE-INDEX. 





Railroads — continued. 


PAGE. 
lease acquired by directors held to accrue to 
company. Blake v. Buffalo Creek R.R.,xi, 78 
the term “ lessees ” in New York laws of 1864 
concerning railroad rw} construed , 
Bendefield v. — Cc. RR 
rights of stockholders, e 
ao A aciion “4 eenetiabien to restrain 
ont < of free passes. Goodwin v. N. Y. 
Mais bb devine dns sees Aeesee xvi, 315 
contract for surrender and reissue of railroad 
bonds. Union P. R, R.v. Stewart....xvii, 56 
right of holders of preferred stock. St. John 
v. Erie R. R 82 
action in name of people to determine which 
of two sets of claimants were elected direct- 
ors. People v, Albany, etc., R. R 367 
bill by minority of stockholders to set aside 
collusive sale by company. Riton v. R.R. 
) 41 
issuing preferred construction stock; directors 
to hold certain number of shares. Hazle- 
hurst v. 8. G. , ete, RR 
debenture railroad stock is personalty in Eng- 
land, and not interest in land. Attree v. 
Howe xviii, 117 
rules governing subscriptions to stock prior to 
obtaining charter. Caley v. Phil. C. R. R., 
xv, 297 


railroad mortgages ; contractor’s liens, 


railroad track built on mortgaged land under 
ge rant from mortgagors, liable to wereune-“" 
rice v. Weehawken Ferry Co 
foreclosure ; receivers; federal and state juris- 
diction. Bill v. N. A. & 8. R.R 
railway mortgage held not to include freight 
earned afterward. Emerson vy. Eur. & N, 
A. R. R. (with notes) 


railroad mortgage 
Putnam vy. Bill 


Williamson v. N. J. . 
Barnard v.N. & W.R.R. . 
Pierce v. Mil. & St. P. R. R 
effect of unauthorized cancellation of mort- 
gage by register, as against subsequent 
takers. Harris v. Coo 
purchase by director at mortgage sale of rail- 
road property. Hoyle v. P. & M. R. R., viii, 
mortgage of railroad property under statute; 
= chRR -acquired property covered. P. 
v. Woelpper 
kaa mortgage when not a lien on funds 
received for bonds secured by it. Dillon v. 
BI oop ve dsactwscdsccoccedsssess .-xi, 300 
railroad contractors’ rights to preference un- 
der Pennsylvania act not lost by merger of 
debt in judgment. Fox v. Seale 
question of equitable relief to parties aiding 
in construction of railroad against purchaser 
of the road. Thornton v. St. Paul & C. R. R., 
xvii, 
mortgage to secure railroad bonds ; action by 
single bondholder. Railroad Co. v. Orr, x, 
rolling stock. 
character of mortgage of rolling stock on rail- 
road. Williamson v. N. J. 8. R. R. (with 
-+--Xvii, 859 ; xv, 503; xvi, 
character of rolling stock. Hogle v. P. & M. 
R.R 94 
mortgages of rolling stock ; purchase by di- 
rector at mortgage sale 94 


miscellaneous. 


when a railroad is “ completed” within terms 
of contract. Parsons v. Tilden 860 
covenant of company to make “ first class” 
station ; specific faces Hood v. 
North-eastern R. R . eee covcssesll, OO 





Railroads — continued. 








PAGE, 
indictment for mers of rx | to repair high- 
way. People v R.R. R., xviii, 455 
action by city against mad pk chan neg- 
lecting street repairs; defenses, Oconto v. 
c.& N. W.R.R xviii, 137 
duty to repair bridges under New York act ; 
mandamus to compel. People v. Troy & B. 
R.R 
right to cross existing railroad; New York 
practice. Boston, etc., R. R., matter of, xx, 493 
crossing highways; company’s right of ‘elec- 
tion as to mode. (N. Y.) People v. N. ¥. 
C.& H.R.R. R 
crossing highway at mee i nuisance. Johns- 
ton v. Prov. & Spr. R. R viii, 267 
obligation to build farm crossings. Wademan 
v. Albany & 8. R. R viii, 152 
Il. taking land ; eminent domain ; damages. 


in genera. 


congressional grants eet be to = ae 
rights. Broder v. Natoma W Co..xx, 494 
effect of conditions of state grant ya im- 
practicable by rescission. Davis v. Gray,ix, 41 
clause in grant of land by congress giving 
government free use of road. Lake Sup., 
etc., R. R. v. United States (in full) ...xv, 205 
question of right to use switch built without 
authority. Coe v.N.J.M.R.R... ..xv, 477 
New York act as to crossing of one railroad 
by another ; exclusive use. Boston, H. T., 
etc., R. R., ‘matter of 
duty of new company to pay judgment against 
old for land taken. Gilman v. Sheb., etc., 


taking lands already dedicated to public pur- 
se; New York act. B. & A. R. R.,re, ix, 
title of company to land takena qualified one, 
subject to subsequent public uses ; reckon- 
ing damages. Lake &., etc., R. R. v. Cin- 
cinnati, etc., R. R. (with notes) 
interference of city with railroad franchise 
under general authority to open streets. 
Milwaukee, etc., R.R. v. Faribault... .xiv, 
taking land used by railroad for other public 
uses. Boston & A. R. R. v. Greenbush. . vi, 
Grand R., etc., R. R. v.G@. R,& I. R. R., xv, 
effect of railroad seeking to condemn being 
lessee of owner. Kip v. N. Y. & H. R.R., 
xv, 
effect of ag of road made pending proceed- 
ings. Kipv.N. Y. &H.R.R 
question of right of mortgagee of road against 
lien of land-owner. Pierce v. Milwaukee, 
etc., R. R 
taking mortgaged land for railroad under 
grant from mortgagors; track, etc., liable 
to foreclosure. Price v. Weehawken Ferry 
C xx, 235 
undivided interest not to be condemned in 
part. Grand R., etc, R. R. v. Alley. .xiv, 208 
condemning land of private corporation for 
railroad purposes. -N. Y. Cent. R. R. v. 
Metr. Gas Co 
acquiring land where use of streets and water 
front must be also acquired. N.Y. Central 
R. R., matter of 
liability of company to pay compensation for 
use of avenue given by statute. Wash. 
Cemetery v. Prosp. P., etc., R. R 
power of English railroad company to divert 
non-navigable river. Pugh v. Golden Val- 
ley R. R xx, 
clause as to building road on grade con- 
strued, in action by owner of lot. Slatten 
v. Des Moines V. R. R vi, 
owner of shore entitled to recover for injury 
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Railroads — continued. 


from railroad built between high and low- 
water mark. Chapman v. Oshkosh R. R. 
(with notes) 
railroad constructed along river bank below 
high. water mark, Stevens v. Patterson & 
R.R 


abandonment by company after report of 
appraisal commissioners. Rhinebeck, etc., 
R. R. v. Radcliffe 

abandoning road after laying out; rights of 
owner. Phillips v. Dunkirk, etc., R. R., 


xiii, 355 


disposition of fund paid into court by railroad 
company for land settled on trust; cost of 
reinvestment. Jones’ Trust Estate 

proceedings to acquire land. 

description of land in petition. 
etc., R. R. v. 

acquiring title under act of 18738. (N. ¥Y. ) 

_ Prospect P., etc., 

power of commissioners under New York act 
of 1850 as to alteration of route of proposed 
road. People v. Tubbs... 

application for appointment of commissioners 
under New York general railroad act. Peo- 


ng I. R. R., matter of 
location, extent of amma as to precise 
line. Parke’s Appe iii, 
taking under New om general railroad act; 
what a necessary corporate purposes. R. 
& 8S. R. R. v. Di iii 
proceedings under New York act, 
commissioners of assessment. 
8. R. R. v. McCloskey 
Rondout & O. R. R. v. Fields 
acquiring property for road under New York 
general railroad act. Harlem R. R., re, iii, 
proceedings to lay out route under New York 
general railroad act. N.Y. & BostonR.R., 
matter of i 
proceeding to condemn interest of another an 
admission of his right. Metropolitan R. R. 
v. Chicago R. R xviii, 
reservation of privilege of cultivating land 
conveyed for railroad. Pierce v. Keator, 
xvi, 
priority of location as between two companies 
with simiar powers. Waterbury v. we 
Dock, etc., 1Co 
application to change route. (N. Y.) 
matter of 
effect of omission to record survey; use of 
i by owner after taking. Troy & B. R. 
v. iii, 
question whether lands are required. (N. Y.) 
N. Y. C., ete., R. R. v. Armstrong 
regularity of proceedings not to be questioned 
collaterally. Secombe v. Milw., etc., R. ~ 


report of 
Albany & 


N orton, 


costs and extra allowances under New York 
general law. R.&S. R. R. v. Davis 
—— of supreme court in 7K ie 62 


xiii 

ae bt under authority to build be. 
tween given points. Struthers v. Dunkirk, 
etc., R. R xviii, 
proofs necessary to authorize condemnation; 
measure of compensation ; contingent ele- 
pom excluded. Powers v. Hazelton & L. 


proving owner's title by adverse possession. 
Lawrence R. R. v. Cobb sh 

condemnation A Nahe making judgment cred- 
party. (N. Y.) Watson v. N. Y. C. R. 
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v, 251 


xiv, 359 


.- vii, 108; iii, 376 





unlawful taking ; measure of damages. 
measure of damages for continuing trespass 
in unlawful use of street for railroad. Carl 
v. Sheboygan, etc., R. R. (with notes). ..xx, 
entry by railroad on ‘land without right; own- 
ers cannot include track in claim of damages 
for the land. Justice v. Nesquehoning R. 
R. (with notes), xviii, 122,171; (in full), xix, 
lands taken for railroad purposes ; entry be- 
fore condemnation; measure of damages. 
Lyon v. G. B., etc., R. R 
company seizing land without acquiring title 
liable in trespass. Blesch v. C. & N. W. 
R.R 
measure of damages for railroad built in street 
as against non-consenting adjoining owner. 
Blesch v. Chicago, etc., R. R 
conditional taking. 
agreement to reimburse land-owner for any 
damage to his property by running cars; 
animals killed by owner’s negligence. In- 
dianapolis, etc., R. R. v. Brownenburg.. .ii, 
conditional agreement by railway company to 
maintain road and wharf. Wilson v. Furness 
R.R 
settlement with owner; omission to record 
certificate ; agreement with owners as to 
crops. Troy & B. R. R. v. Potter 
duties of company as to use of land taken. 
use by company of land taken for road; block- 
ing up windows of adjoining owner. Mor- 
ton v. London, etc., R. R. (in full)... .xviii, 
length of time does not affect liability of 
company for neglect to restore highway to 
proper condition. Little M. R. R. v. Greene 
Co, Commissioners (with notes) 
right of company to put telegraph along line. 
W. U. Tel. Co. v. Rich xvii, 
obligation of corporation occupying highway 
to be kept in repair. Pennsylvania R. 
v. Irwin...... hedged ERidaRen SO xvii, 
laying tracks inconveniently near sidewalk 
not ‘actionable by “OT owner. Kel- 
linger v. Forty-second St. R. R 
company not authorized to use premises taken 
except for corporate purposes, Proprietors 
v. Nashua R, 
damages. 
all damages must be claimed by owner in the 
proceeding to acquire, Harlow v, Marguette 
R.R Xx, 


PAGE, 


523 


i, 218 


15 


267 


22 


192 


17 


266 


30 


295 


estimating value of land occupied by railroad , 


before proceedings. Greve v. St. Paul & P. 
R. R. (in full) 

compensation for injury to houses from vibra- 
tion, etc., caused by passing trains. Devlin 
“e WY |S A sReMRMS xv, 

annoyance to property-owners from cinders, 
smoke,etc. Struthers v. Dunkirk, etc., R. R. 

xviii, 438, 

valuing lease in appraising land taken. N. 
Ei GE Biz Os. skses cicas ssdasises rd vii, 

damages for’ depreciation in value of tract 
where only part taken, Snyder v. W. U. 
R. iv, 17; i, 

damages for right of way ; Wisconsin “8 
tice. Robertson v. Eldorado R. R 

damages for railroad tract on street ; 
tional damages from second company ‘aving 
track. 8S. P. R. R. v. Reed. 

elements to be considered in allowing dam- 
ages; interest. B. & P. R. R. v. McComb,viii, 

measure of compensation. Shen, & A. R. R. 


elements of damage ; noise, smoke, etc. ; sur- 
face water from embankment.’ Dunn v. 
Grand T. R. R 9000cescee Vly 


eer eeeeeeere 
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measure of damages. (N. Y.) a | 
& E. R. R., matter of vi, 
question of value of land taken ; evidence. 
Schuylerville R. R. v. Van Wie. i 
appraisal of damages. R, & O.R. R. v. Deyo, 
iv, 


III. as carriers of freight. 
dut, iy to carry freight without preference. N. 
Exp. Co. v. Maine C. R. R 
contract giving particular persons exclusive 
a. void. nion L. E. Co. v. Erie 
R.R 


right of common carriers to fix rates for ser- 
vice. Johnson v. Pensacola & P. R. R. (in 


charging higher and lower rates according to 
measure of liability. Lewis v. Great W. 


discrimination in carrying for different cus- 
tomers. Messenger v. Penn. R. R. (with 
notes). . x, 37 
what is unjust discrimination in freight under 
Tennessee act. McClung v. East Tenn., 
etc., R. R xiv, 832 
vii, 147 
liability for discriminating in charges — 
English act. Great W. Co. v. Sutton . 62 
discrimination in charges. Vincent v. Chicago 
&A.R.R i, 144 
mileage rates; roundabout route, (Eng.) Lon. 
don, etc., RR. v. Myers i, 439 
delay ‘of cattle ; discrimination in forwarding 
freight. Kenney v. Grand T. R. R....iii, 414 
receipt of goods by carrier, billof lading; special 
agreements . 
proving receipt of goods by freight agent’s 
book. Root v. Great W. R. R., x, 89; viii, 
burden on plaintiff to show that goods dam- 
aged were received in good ordei by car- 
rier. M. H., etc., R, R. v. Langton....xi, 
question whether company estopped from 
showin —< not received. Carr v. Lon- 
don & NR ii 
what amounts 2 delivery to carrier ; agent, 
Rogers v. Long I. R. R 
agreement by freight agent to carry goods in 
eee time, Strohn v. Detroit & M. R. 


mere promise to forward by early train not 
evidence of special contract. Railw. Co.v. 
Reeves ii 


ilroad 
declaration of value of articles ; English car- 
rier’s act. Anderson v. London, etc., R. R.i, 489 
omission to declare value of article to ‘carrier; 
— carrier’s act. Morritt v. North- E. 


trover against carrier for opening sealed car. 
Tucker v. Housatonic R. R viii, 395 
receipts and bills of lading ; limitation of liability. 
bill of lading conclusive = of contract. 
Bostwick v. B. & O. R. R 
liability of carrier for negligently issuing bill 
of lading to wrong person. Buffalo F. & 
M. Bank v. Erie R. R ii, 154 
limitations of liability. Kansas P. R. R. v. 
Reynolds. ... 106 
conditions limiting liability for 
ternative rates; English act. Foreman v. 
G.W.R.R iii, 177 
goods carried at lower rate “ at owner’s re ¥y 
D’Are v, London & N. R.R 300 
exemptions in bill of lading ; type and ood 
ink. Evansville R. R. v. Androscoggin 
BE Sacscmeveetseesinctdicee baswheda xi, 138 
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exemptions ; me. of proof. Germania Ins. 
Co. v. M. &C / xvii, 190 
goods destroyed i - warehouse of company in 
transitu ; notice on back of receipt. Michi- 
gan C. R. R. v. Manuf. Co 
unsigned general notice on back of receipt 
not a good limitation of liability. R. R. Co, 
v. Manuf’g Co 
limitation of liability as to fire, etc. Grace 
v. Adams , 172 
condition in receipt as to making claim in 
thirty duys. Southern Ex. Co. v. eg’ 
v, 368 
limitation as todela ays and valuation of goods. 
Lawrence v. N. Y., etc., R. R iii, 
special contract not applicable to injury from 
carrier’s own negligence. Medfield S. Dist. 
v. BH. & EL R.R 
exemptions as to negligence. 
Erie R. R 
Welch v. B. & A. R. R 
Mich. §S., etce., R. R. v. Heaton 


liability for loss of goods. 


non-delivery of goods ; flood ; diligence. 
Vaughn v. Nashville & C. R. R. (with 


duty of carrier as to goods liable to injury 
from freezing. Sweetland v. B. & A. R. 
R 


duty in case of peril from vis major. Nash- 
ville, ete., R. R. v. David (with notes), xiv, 239 

presumption of negligence raised by non-ex- 
planation of cause of loss. Penn’a R. R. v. - 

replevin maintainable for goods injured by 
carrier’s oe without paying freight. 
Dyer v. Grand T. R. R iii, 172 

loss of goods by felony of carrier’s servants; 
measure of proof. Vaughton v. serene 
etc., R. R 

presumption as to felony in case of missin » 
box of diamonds. Gogarty v. Great 8. 
W. R. R. (with notes) xi 

liability for loss of goods oe in violation 
of law. Wood v. Erie R.R xvii, 474 

liability of carrier for goods seized on attach- 
ment. Edwards v. White Line Tr. Co, 
(with notes) 

liability of carrier to insurer for amount of 
insurance on goods destroyed. Hall v. 
Nashville R. R_ (with notes) 

goods carried in chartered car. 
etc., Co v. Anderson ...... eoccevcce oe 

delay ; rule of damages. 

damage for delay. Dennison v. N. Y. Central 

R. R ii 


Sherman v. Hudson R. R. R 
rule of damages where market value of — 
declines. Ward v. N. Y. Central 
vii, 
blocking of freight as excuse for failure to 
transport. McLaren v. Detroit & M. R. R. i, 
unpunctuality causing loss of profits. Simp- 
don v. London, etc.,R. R. (with notes), xii, 
rule of damages for inconveniences from neg- 
ligent =, of company. Hobbs v. Lon- 
on & 8S. W. R. R xi, 302 
damages for loss of market by non-starting of 
advertised train. Buckmaster v. Great E. 
RR Ps 


delay in delivery ; holding carrier liable for 
special damages ; notice of special circum- 
stances. Horne v. Midland R. R 

value of perishable goods delayed reckoned 
at place of delivery. Marshall v. N. Y. C. 
R.R 
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PAGE. 
depreciation in value of goods through delay 
in forwarding. Deming v. Grand T. R. R., 
iv, 142; iii, 496 
fruit trees 8% by delay of carrier. Vail 
Pacific R. R 
— for delay in trons baggage. 
Beck v. Great W.R xi, 212 
question of et ti Fo delay. 
R. R. v. Burrows 
neglience of owner in directing goods. 
go misdirected and burned owning to 
delay. Meyer v. Chicago R.R 
carrier's lien, where a sent to wrong place. 
Jones v. Boston & A, R. R xii, 24 
negligence of consignor in not marking des. 
— on goods. Congar v. Chicago, etc., 


172 
neglect to c* goods properly. Barbour v. 
uth E. R. R xiii, 341 
ininey from improper packing by owner. 
Union Express Co. v. Graham......... xv, 275 
delivery; care of goods left, ete. 
s burned in company’s freight-house. 
Deane v. Buffalo, ete., R. R 
holding goods after arrival as warehousemen, 
Mitchell v. Lancashire & Y. R. R xii, 124 
Rice v. Hart iii 
liability of company for injury to goods kept 
for owner. Mitchell v. Lancashire, etc., 
xii, 259 
when liability of common carrier terminates; 
deposit in warehouse. Mobile, etc., R. R., 
vii, 203 
duty of taking care of goods after arrival. 
Cook v. Erie R. R...........- sneeesasie iii, 306 
Winslow v. Vt., etc., R. sais eoshaighal 
care of property ‘not taken away at a 
time. Cook v. Erie R.R ...... sictersy & 
loss of goods in company's warehouse ; bur- 
den of proof. Boies v. Hartford & N. H. 
Re re oe swdduce v, 352 
duty as to care of goods refused acceptance b 
consignee. Heugh v. London, etc., R. R.,1, 439 
delivery ; notice of es ; removal. Good- 
win v. Balt, & O. R. iii, 306 
duty to deliver grain at elevator to which con- 
signed; not compellable to deliver at eleva- 
tor beyond terminus. People v. C. & A. 
vi, 275 
personal delivery at warehouse ; side-track.. 
Vincent v. Chicago & A. R. R 
duty of carrier to deliver goods to — 
Cook Distillers’ Co. v. Great 8. & W. R 
(with notes) 
substitution of one place of delivery for an- 
other. Pollard v. London & §. R. R....ii, 
delivering freight without bill of lading. “Me. 
Ewen v. Jeffersonville, etc., R. R 
delivery of goods to wrong person. 
Oswego, etc., R. 
shipping marks as uotice to company of own- 
ership. G. W. R. R. v. Wheeler 
whether carrier can be compelled to admit 
shipper to wharf facilities, Andevried v. 
Philadelphia, etc., R. R. (with notes) . .vii, 262 
injury to consignee ’ volunteering to help in 
switching car. Wright v. London, etc., R. 
R. (with notes), xiii, B24 ; xii, 51, ‘190; (in 
SERPS iy ea ane ” xiii, ’252, 436 
duty of consignee to receive goods, though 
part are —— or missing. Howe v. 
Oswego & 8. R ii, 51 
common carrier cies goods without pro- 
duction of bill of lading, liable to bona fide 
holder, First N. Bank v. Northern R. By aa 
xix, 
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PAGE. 
loss of goods delivered at place different from 
that agreed. Penn. R. R. v. Mitchell...xv, 391 
what amounts to delivery destroying carrier’s 
lien. Reineman v. Covington R. R....xx, 213 
transportation of animals. 
liability of carriers of animals; limitations in 
contract. Mynard v. Syracuse, etc. R. R. 


Michigan 8. & N. I. R. R. v. McDonough,v, 
liability for injuries to horses carried in box 

cars. Kendall v. London & 8. R. R. (with 

WU bo bi diasipiccdacecgetedena te vi, 75, 435 
sending horse to livery-stable where owner 

not on hand at place for delivery. Great 

N. R. R. v. Swaffield (with notes)... .x, 52, pa 


for animals trans- 


exemption from liabilit 
Doolan v. Mid- 


ported held unreasonable. 


carrying horses at owner’ s risk ; letters O. R. 
on receipt. Morrison v. Phillips’ Constr. 
xviii, 215 
care required in By dog. Richardson 
v. North E. R. R v, 304 
— in cattle-tickets. Hall v. North E 
R 


leaving cattle on side track without food or 
water. Keeney v. Grand T. R. R vi, 186 
delay by snow; duty as to unloading. Penn. 
v. Buffalo & E. R.R vii, 10; iii, 131 
Bills v. N. x. 


, 234 
tariff of special rates ; transportation of caitle, 
Balt. & O. R. R. v. Brady. -li, 498 
conditions as to restiveness of cattle. ’ Gill v. 
Manchester, etc., R. R 24 
delay in transportation of cattle. A 
Grand T. R. R...... Paewansbns tees iii, 12, 414 
not liable for escape of vicious bullock. 
Blower v. Great W. vii, 106 


IV. carrying of passengers and others. 
in general. 


degree of care required from passenger car- 
riers. Meir v. Penn. R. R........... - iii, 393 
Taylor v. Railway iii, 498; iv, 142 
action by executor for damage to ‘personal es- 
tate of passenger dying = injury. Brad- 
shaw v. Lancashire, etc., R. xi, 369 
proving accidents previous to he one causing 
injury. Mobile, etc., R. R. v. Ashcroft,vii, 284 
presumptions of negligence causing accident 
to plaintiff. Burk v. Manchester R. R. .ii, 118 
when contributory negligence does not excuse 
defendant. Radley v. London, etc., R. R., 
xv, 84 
measure of damages for injuries disabling 
from business. Bradshaw v. Lancashire R. 
R, (with notes) 
new trial for insufficient damages. 
v. South-Western R. R. (in full) 
probable earnings of disabled plaintiff. Brig- 
nolo v. Chicago, etc., R. R 370 
extent of plaintiff's injuries ; acting a 
physician’s advice. Lyons v. Erie R. R., xi, 3820 
“= of company to provide for passengers in- 
by socident,... ..ce.ccess os ce vi, 27 
Ging of company to protect passengers .viii, 4 
presumptions against company refusing to 
produce evidence. Welds v. Northern R. 
Bicsscscessseies 600055500404 0hecseeus ix, 39 


i, 
Phillips 


punctuality. 


liability for delay in carrying Pp plaintiff's wife, 

Collier v. Dublin, etc., R. R. (with notes), 
ix, 58 

company liable for failure to run as adver- 
tised. 8. S8., etc, R. R. v. Bonand......xv, 493 
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PAGE, 
special train necessary in consequence of un- 
= nctuality ; company liable for cost. Le 
lanche v. London, etc., R. R. (with notes), 
xiii, 204, 407; xiv, 
liability for plaintiffs time lost by departure 
from time-table. Clutterbuck v. G. W. - 
R. (remarked on) 73 
delay ; ordering special train. Deskunaster 
v. Great E. BR R. (remarked on) ii, 472 
ae $ for unpunctuality. Becke v. Great 
bee éecicen $0. eccee coecece cvebs 


15 


Sailure to 


damages or being carried to wrong station. 

Hobbs v. London R. R. (with notes)... ..xi, 103 
failing to stop at station. Pittsburg, ete., R. 
R. v. Nuzum (with notes) iii 
carrying beyond terminus; facilities for 
transportation. Condict v. Grand T. R. R., 
ix, 


facilities for getting out. 


injury by train stopping beyond platform. 
rleon v. West-eltnes R. "(with 3 
35 
— 4 ty not at platform. Cockle v. South. 
am! a ey -s . li, 118 
over-shootin atform ; injury to passenger 
alighting. Weller v. Railway Co. — 
on) 
over-shooting station and backing up without 
notice. Taber v. Del., etc., R. R 
duty of company as to means of alighting. 
Robson North E. R. R xii, 
duty to give passengers reasonable time to 
leave cars at station ; ridingon freight train. 
T. W., etc., R. R. v. Baddeley..........vi, 
- while leaving cars at stations, Ill. 
Cen. R. R. v. Slatton _— notes) 
Rose v. North E. R. R 
injury in getting off at unusual and —— 
ous stopping place. ee c.R. R 
Whitfield 
stopping train in dangerous place; calling out 
uname of station. Bridges v. North L. R.R., 
iv, 
company liable for stopping at dangerous 
— in platform. Cockle v. aan 


—— to alight. Lewis v. London, ete., 
R. R. (with notes) 
Lewis v. London, etc., R. R 
Whittaker v. Manchester, etc, R. R ... 
want of got Se facilities for alighting. Siner 
v. Gr. West. ly 
failure to provide —_ platform. ” Dela- 
mater v. i, 
insufficient aliens sass of passen- 
ger. Praeger v. Bristol & E. R. R ii, 
aes — station platform. Classman v. L. L 
xv 
ml injared by cavity in platform. Tobin 
v. Portland, ete., R. R. (with notes)....vii, 134 
slipping on icy platform. Weston v. N. x 
evated R. R , 415 
ice on platform. Shepherd v. Midland R R. 
v, 157, 120 
to station. 
duty to keep approaches to station in good 
order. Beard v. Conn. & P. R. R. (with 


remises 


injury to persons using company’s 
olmes v. 


through defective passage-way. 
North-east R. R 
a to safe Med = station. 
ntral R. 


injury from falling plank while mas i 3 


time-bill. Welfare v. London, etc.,R 





Railroads — continued. 
various acts of negligence. 
backing train suddenly and violent] wor 
apolis, etc., R. R. v. Horst (in full). 3 
door slammed by porter. Jackson v. Nctrop. 
-R 
before passenger had got ont. 
xth pe R. f. .. Saree 
door of railway carriage shut without warn- 
ing on passenger’s hand. Maddox v. Lon- 
don, etc., R. R. (with — 
sudden backi i Maginnis v. N. Y. 
C., ete., R. 
starting of train. 
tis 
passenger knocked down by door flying — 
Gee v. Metrop. R. 
jerking of train ie Re was getting out. 
Sauter v. N. Y etc., 
passenger going to get on train, struck by 
passing freight train. Terry v. Jewett, xx, 
falling of car window on plaintiffs finger. 
Murray v. Metrop. D. R. R 
reasonable regulations ; protection of passengers. 
excluding gamblers. Thurston v. Union P. 
R. R. (with notes) xiii, 
lling drunken passenger. Murphy v. 
nion R.R 
reasonable regulations ; setting apart car for 
use of women and attendants. Bass v. 
Railway Co 
duty of carrier to protect passengers from 
assault. New Orleans, etc., R. R. v. Burke 
(with notes) 
duty of carrier to protect passengers. 
burg R. R. v. Pillow (with notes). ..... xi, 
duty of expelling drunken and unruly passen- 
gers. R. R. Co. v. Valleley (with notes), xix, 
liability of company for robbery of passenger 
(with remarks) 
when not liable for robbery of passenger. 
Weeks v. N. Y., etc., R. R 
defects in cars; roadway, ‘ete. 
company not bound absolutely to punish ve- 
hicle-worthy road. McPadden v. Central 
R. R. (with notes) v, 363, 370; vi, 
injury from hidden defect in car. Grand 
Rapids R. R. v. Huntley (with notes), xviii, 
carriers of passengers not insurer; injury. 
from breaking of platform. Crogan v. N. 
Y. & H. R. R. (in full) 
wheel of car breaking ; directing verdict for 
— Morrison v. Phillips Constr. 


Detroit & M. R. R. v. Cur- 
i, 


tenshage of wheel-tire without neligence. 
Redhead v. Midland R. R. (with notes), i, 8; 
(in full) 

duty of company as to providing safe a, 
roadway, etc. Pittsburg, etc, RR. v. 


Be Gi GOB). .dccccccce , 
Flannigan v. C. & N. W. R. R 
accident from broken rail, i 
injury from broken rail. MoPadden v.N. = 

Central R. R 
accident from unsound truck. Richardson v. 
Great E. R. R 
duty of company to introduce improved 
brakes. Costellov.S. B. & NY. R a 
vill, 


of girders placed over 


liability for fallin 
Danie v. ——— 


track by city workmen. 
R. 


defects in track ; burden of ‘oo ihignele 
v. Chicago, ete., | eee ene aaa iv, 
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newsboy injured by eM peel Black- 
more v. Toronto R. R , .. -Xiv, 
ejection or exclusion of passengers. 
penalties for exclusion of colored persons, 
etc., from cars; only one — recovera- 
ble by husband and wife, Nd Cc. R. R. 
v. Green (with notes) xvii, 
right of passenger to use forces in resistin 
unlawful ejectment. Englih v. Del. 
H. Canal Co. (with notes) i 
expelling passenger from ferry-boat for viola- 
tion of rules; notice. Compton v. Van 
Volkenburgh iv, 
passenger ejected and gettin in again after 
getting ticket from station where put off. 
tone v. C. N.,etc., R. R. (with notes), xvi, 
putting off passenger offering improper fare; 
stop need not be at station. McClure v. 
Ph. W. & B. R. R. (in full), v, 18 (with 
notes) vi, 
duty of showing ticket ; ejection; compensa- 
— damages. Townsend v. N. Y., ete., R. 
x 
offering ticket price to conductor; duty of 
conductor to return on ejection of passen- 
ger. DuLaurans v. §. Paul, etc., R. R., 
iii, 
belief of conductor as to plaintiffs non-pay- 
ment of fare admissible on question of 
wee Yates v. N. Y. Central, ete., R. 


ejection of passenger; excessive damages. 
Cox v. New York C., etc,, R. R. (remarked 
a int 5p tn ae eR dak ics ween ~~: % 

liability for violent ejection from car by con- 
ductor for non-payment of fare. ener - 
Third Av. R. R. (remarked on) 

ejection of passengers. Great W. R. R. ¥. 
Miller 


ejection of passenger for not paying fare ; 
conductor justified in refusing fare after 
stopping train. Hoffbauer v. D, & N.R. 
R 


ejectment of passenger; entering ladies’ car; 
neglect to provide seats. Bass v. pope 
C 


‘o 
tickets and checks; ejection; stop-over tickets, ‘ie 
loss of season ticket by passenger......... x, 
detached check; ejection; how far conversa- 
tion with conductor afterward admissible. 
Hamilton v. N. Y. C. R. iii 
by-law of company requiring passenger re- 
fusing to show ticket to pay whole fare 
~ starting-point. Brown v. Great *. R. 
vi, 
stop-over tickets. Churchill v. Chic. & A R. 
R, (remarked on) ; 
stop-over checks; how far company bound by 
representations of ticket-agent. Burnham 
v. Grand Tr. R. R. (in full) 
stop-over checks; expelling passenger. Burn- 
ham v. Grand Tr. R. R. (with notes). . . xii, 
stopping over on ticket ; recovery by , wn 
passenger. Van Kirk v. Penn’a R. 
stopping over on through ticket ; nantes. 
ized assurances of conductor, Denny v. N. 
Y. Central, etc., R. R 
leaving train on through ticket. McClure v. 
Phil’a, etc., R. R. (with notes), vi, 269 (in 


v, 

right of passenger to get off at way station 

temporarily ; = « notice of os 
State v. Grand T. R. R 


using ticket to point beyond terminus, when 
99 me ska 
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836 


8 
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fare is the same. Great W. R. R. v. Po- 
k 


attempt to use ticket for fare going the 
other way. Keeley v. Boston & M. R. R. 
(in full) 
offer of plaintiff to pay fare if conductor 
would return useless ticket. Van Kirk v. 
Penn. R. R. (with notes). . .xiv, 
removal of passenger for not ‘payin fare; ex- 
cuse that ticket +l been taken y another 
conductor. Shelton v. L. 8., =, R. R., 
xvi, 
ticket giving right to ride so many times 
— " ne period. Powell v. P. C. & St. 
L. R xi 
ticket Konaiis from “ Lockport to Troy”; com- 
pany not bound to carry purchaser over 
longer and less — route. Bennett v.N, 
Y. Central, etc., R. R.........ee-c00. xvi, 36 
“ good for this date only ”, ” a valid nee 
Elmore v. Sands (with notes) 57 
purchaser of half-used tourist ticket fee | 
non-transferable fined under English act. 
Langdon v. Howells (with notes) 243 
charging additional fare where passenger 
does not buy ticket beforehand. Du Lau- 
rans v. St. Paul & P. R-R iv, 144 
requiring extra fare of passenger not pur- 
chasing ticket. Bordeaux v. Erie R. R., 
xv, 16 
rule of damages in case of ejection of plaint- 
iff intending to bring test suit. Cincinn., 
etc., R. R. v. Cole i, 105 
what is reasonable notice as to requirement 
of tickets. Lake Shore and M. R. R. v. 
xiv, 298 
validity of Indiana act regulating railroad 
tickets, etc. Fry v. State (in full) 92 
ejection of passenger losing check lawful. 
Jerome v. Smith (with notes)........ xvii, 319 
Pullman or parlor cars. 
liability of company for acts of persons in 
charge of drawing-room cars ; “a of pro- 
viding seats. Thorpe v. N. , ete., R. 
R. (in full) ~—— 471, 376 
contributory negligence. 
plaintiff's arm projecting form window, Dale 
v. Del., L. & W.R.R xviii, 217 
Pittsburgh & C. R. R. v. Andrews (with 
notes) 
Pondrom v. Chicago & A. R. R. (with pat 
vy, 


Chicago & A. R. R. v. Pondrom (remarked 
on) 57; ii, 254 
leaving train while in motion. Burrows v. 
Erie R. iii 
Dougherty v. C. B. &Q. R.R 
jumping off train not stopping at station. 
Illinois C. R. R. v. Abell (remarked on). .v, 
leaving cars while in motion to avoid being 
carried by station where advertised to stop. 
Fp N.Y.C.R.R 378; xv, 
ing to jump on step of moving train. 
phillips v. Rensselaer R. R 
jumping off car thrown from track. Wilson 
v. N. Pacific R. R. (with notes) xx, 
jumping from car at time of accident. Twam- 
ley v. Central P., etc., R. R xv, 256 
passenger falling in trying to get on board of 
wrong train. Flint & P. M. R. R. v. Stark, 
xviii, 137 
stepping into dangerous place in consequence 
of call of rr VanSchaick v. Hudson 
River R. R 258 
liability of company for passenger getting off 
moving train by direction of conductor. 
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PAGE, 


Pittsburg, etc., R. R. v. Krouse (with notes), 
239 


xvii, 
falling from cars ; evidence of previous con- 
versation. Downs v. N.Y. Cent. R. R., xi, 
injury to passenger standing on footboard of 
stage sleigh. Spooner v. Brooklyn R. R., 
ix, 
ee tickets ; drovers’ passes. 
“ability for ngers carried free; drover’s 
pass ; conditions. Duff v. Great N. R.R., 
xx, 
cattle drover’s pass with exemption of lia 
bility. Gallin v. London, etc., R. R. {re0, 
notes) 
v. Furness R. R 
—_ tickets. Dietrich v. ERT. R. 
R. (with notes) 411; ix, 
damages refused to drover on free pass, 
Poucher v. N. Y.C. R. R 
drover’s pass. Cleveland, etc., R. R. v. Curran, 
v, 
free tickets ; stipulation as to exemption for 
negligence ; who is gratuitous passenger. 
v. Stevens (in full). ..... xvii, 
exemptions from servant’s negligence valid as 
to passengers carried free. Higgins v. New 
Orleans, etc., R. R. (with notes) ii 
exemption of carrier as against passengers on 
free pass. Neville v. Cork, etc., R. > 
with notes) 
acobus v. St. Paul & C. R. R. (in fall). x, 
Kinney v. Central R. R... . 
Eaton v. Delaware, L. & W. R. 
exemption in other cases, 
liability for accident to carrier of ice water, 
etc.; condition in ticket. amirneempeuee = 
Vermont & M. R. R 
stipulations limiting liability printed on the 
+9 of ticket. Burke v. South-eastern 


conditions printed on back of ticket. 
v. Great W. R. R. (with notes) 
Parker v. South-eastern R. R 
memorandum on season ticket exempting lia- 
bility for injury to holder. Commonwealth 
v. Vermont & M. R. ix, 
special conditions; signing by passen 
der English act. Cohen v. South. R. R., xiv, 
conditional commutation ticket. Downs v. N. 
} R.R v, 367 ; iii, 
riding in freight trains ; riding unlawfully. 
injury while riding in baggage car on free 
pass. Jacobus v. St. Paul & C. R. R. (with 


traveling in caboose car; who is a passenger. 
Creed v. Pennsylvania R. R. (in full). . xvii, 
injury to traveler riding in saloon car of 
freight train with assent of conductor. 
Dunn v. Grand T. R. R. (in full), iv, 239; vi, 
duties as to passengers in freight cars. Dil- 
lage v. N. Y. Central R. R. (remarked on), 
ii, 356 ; i, 

riding in baggage car. Peoria, etc., R. Rv. 
Lane xvi, 


a. to — riding without — 
We; R. R. v. Machie a 


~ ry to one ee | passage fraudaiently 


‘loss of 
me of bee 


law of place = delive 
carrying . 
| | eee 


left with porter in station. 

ndon, etc., R. R. (with notes), 
xiii, 

controls contract for 
urtis v. Del., L. & W 
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PAGE 
liability as insurers for fA ay lug 
Bergheim v. G. E. R. R. (remarked on), 
xvii, 216 
what is personal baggage. Jones v. Preston 
with notes) i 
acrow v. Great W. R. R. (in full) 


Dexter v. Syracuse, etc., R. R 
loss of gold watch in trunk, Am. C. Co. v. 
Cross (remarked on) vii, 
loss of merchandise carried as personal bag- 
gage. Jones v. Preston (with notes)...xvi, 
peddler’s goods delivered as personal bag- 
gage. Blumantle v. Fitchburg R. R....xx, 354 
trunk of commercial traveler containing mer- 
chandise. Alling v. Boston & A. R. R., xix, 202 
carrier not liable for robbery of valuables on 
—— of passenger. Weeks v. N. Y., etc., 
xvii, 813 
company not liable for car taking fire and de- 
stroying currency carried by passenger. 
Greenfield v. Marietta R. R. (with a 


duty of passenger to declare value of nae. 
gage. Brown v. Camden, etc., R. R. = 
notes) 
— of passenger carriers for That 
failure of passenger to disclose value. N. 
Y. Cent ral R. R. v. Fraloff (in full), xx, 
409; (remarked on) xx, 
dispute about weight of baggage; retention 
of baggage by baggage master; conversion 
of wife’s baggage. McCormick v. Penn. 
Cc. R.R vii, 121 ; iii, 
trunk not sent by same train as passenger. 
Graffam v. B. & M. R. R 
personal baggage aan ‘in charge of servant. 
Becker v. Great-E. R. R 
loss of 4 eR carried with passenger. 
Great W. R. R. v. Talley............. iii, 
loss of lu e taken by passenger in car 
with him. Bergheim v. GreatE. R. R. 
(with notes), xvii, 298; (in full)... .. xviii, 
baggage carried free ; liability only for gross 
negligence. Flint v. Pere Marquette R. 
R. (with notes) 
conditions on ticket limiting liability for 
baggage. Cohen v. South-E. R. R 
whether traveler taking receipt is affected 
with notice of contents. Madan v. Sher- 
rard iii, 75 
jewelry of married woman lost ; omitting to 
read notice on 47 limiting liability. 
Rawson v. Penn’a R. R...........- oo eVi, 272 
loss oe, baggage de in es. ete. 
baggage must be stored by company in secure 
warehouse. Bartholemew v. St. Louis, ete., 
R. R. (with notes) 
disappearance of baggage from baggage- room 
prima facie — ence. Fairfax v. N. Y. 
Pi Tad . ‘ Pe 278 
eft of gage from station-house. Curtis 
v. Del., L. & W. R. KR xviii, 237 
— left in depot. Holdridge v. Utica, etc., 
R.R ii, 
ba gage put in baggage-room and stolen. Din- 
iv v.N. Y., etc, R. R ii, 90 
deposit of article in cloak-room; conditions 
on check. Parker vy. South-East R. R. -xiv, 414 
duty of company in taking care of unclaimed 
baggage. Mole v.C.&N. W.R.R 
baggage carried to wron Bea and lost while 
stored there; opera eo as personal bag- 
e. Toledo, etc., R. R. v. Hammond, vi, 
duty as to delivery after arrival. 
termination of liability for passenger’s bag- 
gage. Mote v. Chicago R. R.......... iii, 


414 


, 128 
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liability for baggage after arrival. Matteson 
v. N. Y. C., ete., 
pond of company as to delivery of passenger’ 3 
baggage. Patscheeder v. Great W. R. R., 
xvii, 312 
delay in calling for trunk at depot. Burnell 
v.N. Y.C. R.R 438 
action by next of kin. 
statutory action by widow or next of kin; pe- 
cuniary circumstances of family may be 
considered. Chicago, etc., R. R. v. Bay- 
field (with notes) iii, 383 
act giving action for benefit of family against 
company not applicable to negligence out- 
side of state. State v. Pittsburg R. R. 
(with notes) xvi, 348 
distribution of damages among widow and 
children under Lord Campbell’s act. San- 
derson v. Sanderson 
killing must be instantaneous in Maine to 
bring within oa imposing penalty. 
State v. Grand T. R. R 
connecting lines ; through contracts. 
loss of baggage of traveler on through ticket 
over several roads. Chicago, etc., R. R. v. 
Fahey v, 368 
dagdins baggage through ; prima facie neg- 
ligence. Burnell v. N. Y. C. B. iv, 139 
trunk lost on connecting Rt and afterward 
delivered to baggage master, Wilson v. 
Grand T. R. R ‘ st iv, 129 
special contract for through lu e. (En ) 
"Soe v. Southeast R, R . rege a 
thefts from sleeping-cars. 
oss in sleeping-car owned by third person. 
Kingsley v. Lake Shore, etc., R. R.(in full), 
xix, 113 
responsibility of palace-car owners for theft 
of passenger’s things. Welch v. Pullman 
©. Co ve 


Palmeter v. Wagner 
liability of sleeping-car company for baggage 
lost. Plum v. Pullman 8. C. Co. with 


VI. negligence; fires from sparks ; fencing ; run- 
ning over persons on track and at crossings. 
negligence in general; see also, other heads of 
subject. 
as to discharge of claims, see receipts and 
releases. 
statutory remedy for injuries causing death 
not extra-territorial. Mec Jarthy v, Chicago, 
etc., R. 
conductor killed by projecting roof of depot. 
Gibson v. Erie R. R xiii, 43 
liability of company for severing hose laid 
across track by firemen. Metallic, etc., Co. 
v. Fitchburg R. R ix, 405 
liability for injury to young child from turn- 
table left unguarded. Keefe v. Milwaukee 
R. R. (with notes) 
punitive damages. Milwaukee, etc., R. R. 
v. Arms (in full) 
damages for bodily injuries not to be reduced 
by insurance money. Bradburn v. Great 
Western R. R. (with notes) 
injury from brick falling from bridge. 
ney v. London, ete., R. iv, 177; ii, 156 
negligence of engineer in not seeing land-slide 
remote cause. Hoag v. Lake 8S. & M. R.R. 
(in full) xvii, 186 
collision of trains ; negligence ; when ques- 
tion for jury. Wood v.N. Y. C., etc., R. R., 
xvi, 102 
damages ; twelve thousand dollars for ampu- 
tated arm of farm laborer. McShean v. N. 
Y. Central R. R 
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action by bystander on platform struck by 
projecting timber, Hicks v. P. R. R ..xv, 472 
owner of freight injured while helping » 
shut car. right v. London & N. W. 
R. (with Bi, xii, 51; (in full) sit 252 
running trains at improper ‘speed. 
contributory negligence a good defense, 
though train was running through streets 
at improper rate. Pennsylvania Co, v. 
Sinclair (in full) xix, 474 
running trains at prohibited rate. Chicago & 
A. R. R. v. Becker ii, 92 
speed proper for trains in city. Pennsylvania 
R. R. v. 
mutual negligence. 
contributory negligence how far a defense, 
Baltimore & O, R. R. v Mulligan (with notes) 
wes . xvi, 403 
mutual negligence. Webster v. Chi -. 
R.R ves rose 55 


company liable fornegligence though Pate 
party used bad judgment in escaping from 
peril. Voak v. ‘Westhers C. R.R......xvii, 
duty ¥ company as to persons on track. 
neg igence in running over drunken an. 
radley v. Second Ave. R. R 98 
drunken man going to sleep on track. Nash. 
ville & C. R. R. v. Smith (with notes), xiv, 223 
person injured while walking on track. iil. 
Central R. R. v. Godfrey (with notes).. -xi, 811 
Hart v. N. J. Central R. R. ii, 49 
deaf man walking on track. Laicher v. New 
Orleans, etc., R. R ...-Xiii, 281 
care required toward children. 
permitting children to cross track alone. 
Chicago & A. R. R. v. Becker ii, 92 
contributory negligence in case of young 
child. orfolk, etc., R. R. v. Ormsby. .xv, 352 
Pennsylvania R. R. v. Lewis. .xiv, 202 
Costello v. 8S. B. & N. Y. R. R.. viii, 45 
care required of boy ten years old. Mahar v. 
Central P., etc., R. R xiv, 330 
care required where children are on track. 
Pennsylvania R. R. v. Morgan (with notes), 
xiv, 
child two years old walking on track. Kenyon 
v. N. Y.C., ete, R.R xv, 434 
child of tender _— run over at crossing. 
Ewen v. C. & N. R. R xiii, 133 
child killed by aD care of mother. 
Philadelphia, etc., R. R. v. Long (with 
notes) ix, 170 
letting go detached car on down grade; in- 
jury to child straying from mother. Kay v. 
Pennsylvania al hae aap e tie: - v, 234 
plaintiff's intestate killed in wary to rescue 
child, Eckhart v. Long Island R. R.. - 252 
89 


———_ of young child, Balt, & O. R. R. 


accidents at crossings. 
defective crossing ; approval of city officials 
no defense in action against company. De- 
troit ex rel. v. Indian, & C. R. R....ii, 356, 
injury to carriage by rail being above road- 
way at crossing. Oliver v. North-eastern 
R. R. x, 
relative rights of trains and travelers at cross- 
ings. Black v. Burlington R. R. enuseee's 
on) 


v.N. Y¥.C 

gnieneaiions where evidence as to manner of 
accident is incomplete. Reynolds v. N. Y. 
Central, etc., R. R 
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~ go of foot traveler 
Cordell v. N. Y. C., 
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presumptions as to n 

= over and kill 
»R.R 

track ‘hidden from crossing ; stopping to lis- 
ten. Pennsylvania R. R. v. Beale (with 
notes 

right of traveler approaching crossing to pre- 
sume that signal will be given. Hart v. 
Erie R. R. (in full) iii 

crossing railway according to practice 
acquiesced in by company ; leaving to jury. 
Dublin, etc., R. R. v. Slattery (in fall), xix, 

unsafe crossing ; view of travelers obstructed 
by watch- house, etc. Richardson v. N. Y. 
Central R. R. (with notes) 

company may pile material on its own land, 
though view at crossing is impeded. Cordell 
v. N. Y. Central R. R 

plaintiff negligent in going across unsafe 
crossing. Burdick v. Erie R. R 

care required from traveler at crossing ; bur. 
den of proof. Pennsylvania R. R. v. Web- 
ber (with notes) xii, 339; xi, 

approaching track with top of actttinge up 
and driving fast. McCall v. N. Y. — 
R.R 


312 


70 


plaintiff knocked down while crossing. nhis 
v. Great Western R. xi, 14 
crossing track in rear of train. Eaton v. Erie 
RK viii, 141 
leaving gates open; one train following close 
on another. North-eastern R. R. v. Wan- 
less (with notes) 
gate left open at crossing. Manless v. North- 
eastern R, iv, 
absence of flagman from crossing. McGrath 
v. N. Y. Central, etc., R. R. (remarked oa 


Dolan v. D. & H. Canal Co 
using tracks of another road; flagman _ 
crossings. Webb v. Portland, etc., R. R.. 
engine concealed by empty cars standing 2 
track; ee ey 8 _—— Kissenger v. 
N. Y. Central R 
failure to give signal at crossing ; plaintiff 
contributing to accident by not stopping to 
look, Schultz v. Penn’a R. R. (with notes), 
xviii, 243 
plaintiff riding gratuitously in another’s car- 
riage at time of collision. Robinson v. N. 
Y. Central, etc., R. R. (with notes) i 
vii, 267 


where plaintiff acted under direction of com- 
ny'sagent. Alleghany V. R. R. v. Find- 


457 
car. Barker v 184 
contributory ASF dig ; ‘pedal findings. 
Hackford v. N. Y. Central R. R ix, 190 
duty of company as to notice at crossings. 
Phil’a, etc., R. R. v. Killips 
omission of signals. Cc. & 


bells and whistles ; frightened horses. 
use of steam whistles; new highway. Phil’a 
R. R. v. Stinger (with notes). .xii, 82 ; xiv, 
faliure to ring bell while passing through 
streets as required by Texas act. Houston 
& T. R. R. v. Nixon (with notes) , 508 
frightening horses by blowing whistle. 
Ir. Co. v. Stinger... . 
horse frightened by hand-car turned bottom 
epausll Atchison & N. R. R. 
(with notes) xiv, 403 
horse frightened by collision and ae 


ey 
plaintiff not yielding righ right of way to railway 





away with intestate. Ryan v. N. 
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nonsuit of plaintiff driving alarmed horse to- 
ward engine. Fastnasht v. N. Y. C. R. R., 
xix, 441 
where plaintiffs horse was running away. 
Weies v. Penn. R. R. (with notes).....xiii, 140 
killing frightened horse. Southworth v. Old 
Colony R 
teams crossing track. 
approaching crossin, 
v. Western P. R. 
Morse v. Erie R. R ‘ 
N. J. Central R. R. v. Feller, 
Morrison v. N. Y. —— etc., R. R. “xiii, 
Roach v. F.& N. 8S. R ‘ 
McShean vy. N. Y. C. R.R 
Hegeman v. Troy & B. R.R 
duty of travelers at crossings. 
failure to look and listen negligence per se. 
Penn’a Co. v, Rathgeb (with notes). . xviii, 
omission to look and listen for train at cross- 
ing. Cleveland, etc, R. R. v. Crawford 
(with notes) 
Penn. R. R. v. Beale (remarked on). . 
other cases as to crossings. 
Grows v. Maine C. R. R 
Chicago, etc., R. R. v. Huston 
Continental I. Co. v. Stead 
Harlan v. St. Louis, etc., R. R 
Gerety v. R. W. & B. RR 
Bonnell v. Del., L. & W. R. R 
Mitchell v. N. ¥. . etc., R. R 
Cordell v. N. Y. C., etc. ,R.R 
Welch v. N. Y. C., "etc., R.R 
Davis v. N. Y. C., ete., R. R 
Gorton v. Erie R. R 
Bellefontaine RK. R. v. Hunter 
Hewett v. N. Y.C. R.R ivi 
Griffin v.N. Y.C.R.R.. ii, 458 
Lehigh R. R. v. Hall. .ii, 174 
Baxter v. Troy & B.R. R., . 


ii, 
29 
96 


with team. Fleming 
. (with notes) xiii, 


Havens v. Erie R. R.. 
Hart v. Erie R. R 


Sires set by locomotive. 
loss by fire beginning on land of third — 
caused by sparks from engine. Lehigh V. 
R. R. v. McKeen (in full) 
fire caused by sparks from engine. Powell v. 
BONE 6 00 coma nsncerddcrsceassoessceces xx, 
fires from sparks ; ; contributory | negligence. 
Murphy v. Chicago, etc., R. R. (with notes,) 
xviii, 463 
no presumption of negligence from emission 
of sparks. Ruffner v. Cincinnati, etc., R. R., 
xviii, 338 
damage from sparks ; remoteness. Houston, 
etc., R. R. v. McDonough . 815 
contributory negligence. Caswell v. C. 
etc., 
proximate cause of fire ; expert wee 
Milwaukee R. R. v. . Kellogg 
fires by locomotive. ‘Kellogg v. R.R. Co.. 
= . Rv. Hendrick- 


20 


Penn. R Ry. ‘ Siranahan, 

xiv, 

evidence of defects in engine. Erie v. Decker, 
xiv, 

i R. R. v. 


331 


15 

the Pennsylvania doctrine. 
Hope (with notes) 

defense that buildings destroyed rt cutee 
fully within roadway. Grand Tr. R. R. v. 
Richardson (with notes) 

remoteness of damage. 
Stanford (with notes) 


Atchison R. 
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use * defective spark arresters. Crist v. Erie 
R. 


railroad not liable to insurers taking assign- 
ment of owner’s rights for negligent destruc- 
tion of property by locomotive. Etna Ins. 
Co. v. Hannibal, etc., R. R i 
care required from adjoining owners. Ward 
v. Milw., etc., viii, 
fire communicated from locomotive to heap 
- 7 left by plaintiff. Webb v. R. W., 
liability for fire communicated indirectly from 
locomotive. Feut v. Toledo, etc, R. R. 
(with notes) i 
sparks from engine owing to want of screen. 
Beddell v. Long I. R. R 
fires communicated from locomotives. 
logg v. Chicago, etc., R. R. (with notes), v 
special risks from proximity to wee “7 
. R. v. Anderson 
sparks from engine. Case v. Northern c 
SMES Sibinscdekiaedeiedadsdeccswaena iii, 
defective engine. Webb v. Rome, etc., R. R., 
iii, 
fire spreading from near track to distant point. — 
Smith v. London, etc., R. R 
—_ from locomotive. Steinway v. Erie 
R 
grass and weeds on track. Illinois C. R. 7 
ees proximate cause. Penn. R. R. v. Kerr 
(in full) 3 iii, 
Cleveland v. Grand Trunk R. R ii, 
fire spreading from combustible materials on 
railway bank. Smith v. London, etc., R. R., 
duty of fencing ; injuries to cattle. 
validity of Missouri act making companies 
liable in double damages to owners of cattle 
killed by neglect to fence, etc. Barrett v. 
A. & P. R. R. (with notes) iii 
unconstitutionality of Nebraska act 
owners of stock killed on railroad double 
damages. At. & N. R. R. v. Bat . -Xvii, 
duty of company to fence; duties of land- 
owner. Dayton & M. R. R. v. Miami In- 


iving 


fences; farm gates. 
Y. Central, etc., R. 

liability for omission to fence ; remote cause. 
Sneesby v. Lancashire, etc., R. R. (with 
notes) xii, 386; xiii, 

breach of fence caused by storm. Robinson 
v. Grand T. R. R 

obligation to fence road under Indiana act. 
Jeffersonville, etc., R. R. v. Beatty 

liability for defect in fence as against owner 
of horse strayed on adjoining land. Dawson 
v. Midland R, R. (with notes) 

duty of fencing not avoidable to trespasser ; 
want of care in running over cattle. Bemis 
v. Conn., etc. R. R. iii, 

liability of party bound to maintain division 
fence for break made by stranger. Krom 
v. Kirkendall i 

liability for killing cattle ; statutory require- 
ments as to fencing. Gillam v. Sioux City, 
etc, R. R 

killing “a running at large. Chicago, & x. 
R v. Engle 

measure of care required as to cattle on track. 
Fritz v. St. Paul & P.R. R 
Darling v. B.& A. R.R 

— to stock; presumptions. 

Itimore & Ohio R. R 
owner may abandon stock killed and recover 


+ Y.) Spinner v. N. 


AGE, 
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a value. Ohio & M.R. R. v. Hays we 


tes) 
killing stock. Toledo, etc., R. R. v. éanth, i 
injury to animals ; contributory negligence. 
eedham v. S. F., ete 
duty of owner to — of animals killed. 
Toledo, etc., R. R. v. Parker .......... ae 
other cases. 
neglect to fence. Curry v. Ch. & N, W. R. 
Jones v. 8. & F.R. R 
Lawrence v. M., etc., R. R 
Cc. & 8. L. R. R. v. Murray 
Wilder v. Maine C. R. R.......... 6osB¥, 
Ditchett v. Spuyten D., etc., R. R 
Robinson v. Grand T. 
Williams v. Great W. R. R 
Child v. Hearn 
Jeff., etc., R. R. v. O’Connor 
Jeffersonville R. R. v. Sweeney 
Stewart v. Chicago & R. R.......... gop 
Antisdell v. Ch. & N. W. R. R 
Schmidt v. Milwaukee & R. R 
VII. employees. 
liability of company for their acts. 
violent putting out of plaintiff while drunk 
from waiting-room in depot. Johnson v. 
Chicago, etc., R. R i 
company not liable for brakeman throwing 
coal at boy and knocking him off cars. 
Towanda Coal Co. v. Heeman (with notes), 
xviii, 
company not liable for interference with at- 
tachment by agent. Western R. R. v. 


punitory damages for misconduct of brake- 
man ejecting passenger. Bass v. C. & N. 
R. R 


servant using force to keep people out of re- 
served car. Peck v.N. Y. Central, etc,, R. 


violence by baggageman toward boy riding 
without permission. Rounds v. Del. L. & 
W.R.R 


delay caused by discharged employees stop- 
ping trains. Pittsburgh, etc., R. R. v. Ha- 
zen (with notes) 

company liable for willful expulsion of pas- 
senger. Indianap., etc., R. R. v. Anthony 
(wit 

willful acts of employees ; declarations after 
injury inflicted. Whitaker v. Eighth Av. 
R. R 


negligence of employee of oil company; left 
in charge of cars; railroad company liable. 
Oil Creek R. R. v. Keighron (with notes), 


PAGE. 


54 
141 


i, 359 
i, 336 


x, 309 


company liable for porter pulling plaintiff 
out of carriage under mistake. 
Manchester, etc., R. R 

liability for mistaken arrest by station in- 
spector, on a s of evading fare. Moore 
v. Metropolitan 

whether a violent trespass by superintendent 
was willful or an official act for which com- 
pany was liable. People v.N. Y. C. R.R., 

vii, 

company liable for willful ejection by con- 
ductor. Passenger R. R. v. Young... .vii, 

violent pulling of plaintiff out of railway car- 
riage by porter. Bayley v. Manchester, 
etc., vi, 

duty of company’s workmen on gravel train 
to stop and put out fire. Rolke v. Chicago 
& N. R. R. (remarked on) 

company liable for assault by conductor at- 


833 


ii, 168 


409 
293 


371 
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tempting to collect fare. Ramsden v. B. - 

A. R. R. (remarked on) 332 

assaults by servants. Little M. R. R. v. Wee on 


violent ejection of passenger by conductor. 
Higgins v. Watervliet R. R.. iv, 


— by brakeman. Priest v. “Hudson R. 


liability of company to passenger threatened 
and insulted by brakeman. Goddard v. 
Grand T. R. R. (with notes), iii, 105; iv. 129; 

ii, 378 

company not liable for wrongful arrest of 
passenger caused by ticket agent. Allen 
v. London, etc., R. iii 

assault by company’s servant’s in depot ; 
constables in company’s service. Walker 
v. South-east R. R.. 

false arrest by railway porter for stealing 
company’s property. Edwards v. — 
etc., R. 

name boy jump off cars. Klinev. ©. P. R. 


359 
laintiff’s hand. ordi 
.R 84 


17 


i slammed on 
v. London, etc., 
liability of company to em. 
employee knocked of by iy coal platform ; 
waiver of defects by remaining in service. 
Perigo v. Chicago, etc., R. R xx, 483 
contributory negligence of engineer staying 
on instead of jumping off. Cotrill v. Chi- 
cago, ete., R. xx, 483 
brakeman knocked off cars by telegraph pole. 
Chicago, etc., R. R. v. Russell (with notes), 
xx, 843 
validity of Wisconsin act for compensation of 
railroad employees injured through negli- 
gence. Dilberner v. Chicago, etc., R. R., 
Xx, 
plaintiff claiming for personal injuries may 
be compelled to submit person to exami- 
nation. Schroeder v. Chicago, etc., R. R. 
(in full) xix, 234 
liability to employee for defect in car. 
Wed, gro Rabin Lgl agg a -xviii, 187 
oyee See by low bridge. 
Baylor v. ome TL 4 RR... 7 73 
death of engineer aed a defects in track. 
Mehan v. Syracuse & . 2 xvii, 374 
employee getting on dangerous part of train 
and injured by collision. Baltimore & P. 
R. R. v. J 
dut. 7 to furnish safe machinery to employees. 
oledo, etc., R. R. v. Asbury 
brakeman injured 
wood v. 
employee killed | in rat dangerous car. 
Gildersleeve v. Fort Wayne, etc, R. R. 
(with notes) iii 
train coupler pepeeet by defective switch- 
engine ; 2a a* of foreman. Brabbetts 
v. 0. & ii, 120 
& ALR. R 10 
7 to engineer by explosion of unsafe 
iler. Ford v. Fitchburg R. R. (in full), x, 343 
injury to brakeman ; disobeying regulations. 
Sprong v. Boston & AR. k. -xi, 851; iv, 263 
company not liable to employee for misplaced 
switch or unsafe road-bed. Tinney v. Bos- 
ton & A. R. R 


815 


rail 


my Pi employee LF 
Wonder v. ws 
fireman killed by Sa bi insufficient tres- 
tle-work. Paulmier v, Erie R. R iv, 302 





PAGE, 
Davis 


Railroads — continued. 
presumptions in favor of company. 
v. Det. & M. R. RK 
injury to brakeman by defective brake ; neg. 
ligence of mechanics. Wander v. Balt. 
0. R. R 


negligence of fellow-servants. 
workman struck by train negligently run. 
Woodley v. Metrop. R. R. (with notes), xv, 448 
who are fellow-servants, Conroy v. Belfast, 
etc., R. R. (with notes) iii, 35 
notice to foreman and superintendent good 
against company ; company liable for con- 
ductor injured. ‘Patterson v. R. R. Co. 
(with notes) 
company responsible for injury to laborer 
by negligence of section boss. Louisville 
R. R. v. Dowter (with notes) xi, 119 
_ ~~ from blasting by sub-contractors ; 
cCafferty v. Railr. Co. (in full) 
yard-master injured in coupling trains through 
fault of engineer. Kline v. R. C. R. R., xix, 500 
acquiescence “ employee in superior’ 8 negli- 
gence. Lake Shore, etc., R. R. v. Knittal, 
xix, 38 
injury to brakemen by seatienee® of engineer. 
Pittsburg, etc., R. xviii, 358 
company not liable for engineer’s negligence 
as against hand working on gravel train. 
Kumler v. Junction R. R iii, 338 
company liable for negligence of train-dis- 
patcher ; negligence 7 other servants does 
not excuse. Booth v. B. & A. R. ....xviii, 
liability of company for neglect of foreman. 
Malone v. Hathaway 
7 to odtimpenrendh. Mich. Cent. R. R v. 
Dolan 


injury to employee ;effect of notice to com- 
ny of defect. Patterson v. Pittsburg & 


conductor injured by fault of engineer. 
dale v. Memphis & C. R. R. (remarked i 
liability for blasting by contractor. Tibbetts 
v. Knox, etc., R. i 
engineer killed by misplaced switch. Piper " 
N. Y. C., ete, R. R 
brakeman killed by collision due to ei 
of company’s — in supplying 
Flike v. B. & A 
rule not altered by a een servant idingy of 
superior authority. Lawler v. Androscoggin 


R.R 
engineer killed by collision due to negligence 
of train-dispatcher. Chapman v. Erie R. R., 
viii, 332 
train-man killed by conductor’s negligence. 
Adams v. N. Y.C. R. R 
employee killed by carelessness of engine 
driver. Chicago & A. R. R. v. Murphy, vi, 129 
unfitness of employees. Davies v. Det. & M. 
i PRN re eeeerr trict iv, 269 
unfitness of employee causing injury to an- 
other; burden of proof. vis v. Detroit 
&M.RR.... 


injuries by negligence of fellow-servants. 
Harper v. Indianapolis, etc., R. R v, 416 
Kimball v. Cushman 
Lalor v. C.,B.& Q. R. R 
Illinois C. R. R. v. Welch .............- v, 416 
Hofnagle v. N. Y.C.& H.R. R. RK 
VIII. connecting lines ; through contracts, ete. 
running cars on line of another company ; lia- 
bility for negligence of latter’s servants. 
Rhymney R. R. v. Thomas (with notes), iii, 360 
interchange to traffic; how far company lia 
ble for acts of servants of another company. 


Gill v. Manchester, etc., R. R....... ... Vili, 24 
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PAGE. 

injury while riding on connecting company’s 
line to which cars were not adapted. 
Foulkes v. Metropolitan D. R. R xx, 338 

action for injuries against company causing in- 
jury but not parties to contract of carriage. 
Berringer v, Great E. R. R xx, 120 


defect in car of another company running on 
Richardson v. Great E. 


——— line. 


“a of two companies contributing to 
ns action against one by injured 
——. of the other. Armstrong v. Lan- 
ire & Y. R. R. (in full) xii, 345 
dan of e by connecting line; applica- 
tion of domestic laws to foreign corporation. 
Milnor v. N. Y., etc., R. R ix, 108 
—on es by connecting carriers. Schnei- 
der v. Beane ii, 187 
course of business of connecting lines. Root 
v. Great W. R.R. 168 
negligence of carrier employed by first carrier; 
not liable for costs of action against first 
carrier by owner of goods, Baxendale v. 
London, etc., R. R 
—— against last carrier where part 
oods are stolen. Laughlin v. Chicago 
& - R. R (remarked on) 
whether general freight agent can bind com- 
—. y by contract to carry beyond own line, 
ait v. Albany &g. R-'R 
authority of agent to bind company beyond 
terminus,etc. Burroughsv. N.& W.R.R., 
iii, 172 
contract to carry over connecting lines ; ultra 
vires. Ohio& M.R.R.v. McCarthy, xvii, 194 
forwarding goods; duty of first carrier; in- 
structions. Rawsom v. Holland ix, 410 
delivery to connecting line. Pratt v. Grand 
T. B.R. (in full) 
refusal of connecting a? to receive. Condit 
v. Grand Trunk R. iii, 300 
liability of first ander as common carrier 
continues till he delivers goods to next car- 
rier BR. R. Company v. Manuf’g Co., ix, 27 
destruction of goods while awaiting delivery 
to second carrier. Mills v. Michigan C. 
439 ; iv, 
delay i in delivery to connecting carrier. Law- 
rence v. Winona, etc., R. R 
connecting carrier held liable as common car- 
rier, Edsall v.C.& A. R.R 
liability for goods sent to point beyond ter- 
minus, Pennsylvania R. R. v. Fairchild 
(with notes) 
liable only as forwarders beyond own line. 
Milnor v. N. Y., ete, R.R.......... - - Vii, 
how far carrier employed ‘by first carrier may 
claim under exemptions in bill of lading. 
Manhattan Oil Co. v. C. & A. R. R 
liability beyond line for loss of baggage. 
Kessler v. N. Y. C., ete, R. R 
loss on route made up of connecting lines. 
DOIG V. WROOES «6.00 cicvcsccscces vii, 
liability as common carrier beyond terminus 
of own line. Hill M. Co. v. B. & L. R. R., 
vi, 
Cinn., etc., R. R. v. 
iv 
Nashua Lock Co. v. Worcester, etc., R. R., ‘ 
142 
364 


liability beyond line. 


Ricketts v. B. & O. R. R 
Morse v. Brainard i, 201 

through carriage and through tickets. all 
v. North-Eastern R. R. (with rom oh xii, 348 
-X, 295 


Railr. Co. v. Sprayberry (with notes). .. 


Railroads — continued. 





carrier selling coupon ticket for whole route. 
first carrier taking pay for entire route. 


PAGE, 
Nashua Lock Co. v. Worcester, etc., R. R. 
(with notes) 

through contracts ; stipulations between first 
and succeeding carriers. Lamb v. ae 
etc., R. R 
through freight contracts. 
R. v. Merriman 
connecting carriers ; 
Schneider v. Evans..... 
carrying freight on connecting roads on 
through cars. Ogdensburg R. R. v. Platt, 
xi, 220 
special contracts. 
condition of non-liability for loss occurring 
off company’s lines. Kent v. Midland R. 
R. (with notes) xi, 199 
common-law liability for goods taken for 
transportation beyond own line; special 
contracts. Ill. C. R. R. v. Frankenburg 
(with notes) 
liability of intermediate carrier; exemp- 
tions. Erie R. R. v. Lockwood xvi, 226 
consignments beyond terminus of route; lim- 
itations in receipt. Hinckley v. N. = 
Central R. R 64 
exemptions in bill of lading ; notice to poe 
per; liability of eRe lines. Lamb 
v. Camden & A. R. R 
connecting lines ; implying through contract; 
special contracts with connecting carriers. 
Babcock v. Lake Shore, etc., R. ii 
right of connecting carrier to exceptions to 
iability in contract of first carrier. Maghee 
v.. C&A RR. vi, 488 
liability under special contract for loss on con- 
necting line. King v. Macon & W. R. R., 
vi, 191 
connecting lines; exemptions by first car- 
rier ; Pn hee subsequent carrier. Etna 
Ins. Co eeler 

how far stipulations in bill of lading are 
available to connecting carriers. Magee v. 
Camden & A. R. R 

special contract to carry beyond terminus; 
Georgia code, King v. Macon & W. R. - 


364 
special contract to deliver beyond end of 
route, Cutts v. Brainerd iii, 172 


IX, street railroads. 


in general, 

how far railroad company has exclusive right 
to use of track. Camden Horse R. R. v. 
Citizens’ Coach Co. (with notes) % 

rights of horse and dummy railroads in IIli- 
nois; taking rights of old road derived 
from contract with city. Metrop. R. R. v. 
Chicago R. R xviii, 517 

validity of New York act of 1875 as to steam 
railroads in streets. N, Y. Elevated R. R., 


railways in streets; New York rapid transit 
act; private and local le sean Gilbert 
Elevated R. R., re (in ful i 
injury to plaintiff from dettabes rail. 
well v. Third Av. R. R 
liability of street railroad company for injury 
to horse through defect in track. Wor- 
ster v. Forty-second St. R. R.. vii, 266 
act for sinking tracks in street ‘and giving 
control tocompany. People v. Havemeyer, 
x, 316 
restraining from use of street track ; question 
of title ; joinder of —— (N. Y.) Broi- 
stedt v. South 8S. R. R x, 75 
powers of common councils as to street 
tracks. (N. Y.) Clarke v. Blackman.. 93 
assessment of street railroad property ‘= 
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psn pena, People v. Troy As- 


duty as ay pd 
liability for heap of snow opeiuenies sleigh 
and frightening horse Lee v. Union R. 
R. (with notes) 
duty of street railroad to keep street in re- 
air under contract, Lowrey v. Brooklyn 


PAGE. 


Ti nénkénéss+debseeelae ot as hoeqmnd xix, 178 


duty of keeping streets in repair under con- 
tract; removal of snow; act of 4 
Pittsburgh, etc., R. R. v. Pittsburgh (with 
notes 
street railroad “company liable for injury 
caused by non-repair of track. McMahon 
v. Secon . R. 
ht of removal of snow from street track. 
rime v. Twenty-third St. R. R. (with 
notes) iii 
causing accumulation of snow by plows re- 
moving from track. Johnston v. Christo- 
pher Street R. R 
action by city against railroad for non-repair 
of tracks; putting in evidence judgment 
ages city for same cause. Troy v. Troy, 
obli ~~ of street railroad to repai 
orster v. Forty-second St., etc., R. R., iii, 
company liable for driver willfully crowding 
Bet on it buggy off track. Cohen v. Dry 
k, ete., 
action Bt street railroad company for as- 
sault on passenger by drunken man. Put- 
nam v. Broadway, etc., R. R........... 2. 
transfer to another car ; ; ejection for refusal 
to pay fare a second time; compensatory 
damages. Hamilton v. Third Av. R. R., 


xiii, 173; xv, £37 


xviii, 418 


51 


Railroads — continued. PAGE. 


leaving car by front mare Platt v. Forty- 
second Street R. R ..........2-. ee eee «-X, 330 
injuries to —- 
imputing negl 
street car. 


nce to child run over by 
estonville v. Connell....xix, 282 


company liable for inj ? to child riding by 
driver’s invitation. 
R. R 


ilton v. Middlesex 
injury to boy invited on car by driver. 
v. Brooklyn R. R 
child three years old run over by street car. 
Bahrenburgh v. Brooklyn City xi, 
boy slipping Seite e getting on front platform. 
Soot v. Cent viii, 
young child killed on track ; 
Thl v. Forty-second Street R 
injury to child permitted by mother to rs from 
one car to another. Downs v. N. Y.C. — 


injury to boy standing on front platform 2 
see of conductor, Schneider v. Brook- 
lyaR 

child three years old run over while in charge 
of another child. Ihl v. Forty-second St. 

Be Fhe vnc 06n6n st6cnscsinse gs cncsecseess ii, 416 


2 | Rape, 


51 


pibeddetsdeeeeneshneee xv, 289 


viii, 392 


street car company;not liable for willful act of 
conductor in pushing plaintiff off car. Isaacs 
v. Third Avenue R. RR 

violence by conductor toward 
ing gto pay fare. Jackson v. 


laintiff refus- 
cond Avenue 


plaintiff hurt by jolt caused by driving ally 
on switch. Alden v. Second Avenue oRR 


xiv, 332 


hasty starting of street car, while plaintiff was 
getting off. Wood v. Central P., etc, R. R., 


v, 288 


dress catching and cars starting as plaintiff 
got off. Colt v. Sixth Avenue R. R....vii, 
passenger injured in getting out of street car; 
—~ of company to make full stop. Crissey 
estonville 
right of traveler to walk on street saliveed 


76 


176 


track, Sheav. P., etc., R.R. (with notes), ix, 121 


crossing in front of street car. Monty M4 
Second Avenue R. R 
plaintiff omitting to take hold of stra 
horse car and thrown down. West 
R. R. v. Whipple (remarked on) 
| neglecting to take hold of straps. Whip- 
ple v. R. R. (remarked on) 
getti ting on street car when in motion. Eppen- 
v. Brooklyn, ete., R. 
while riding by invitation 


hil’a 


gues inju 
of driver, 
when statements of conductor as to accident 
- foacangetans, Furst v. Second Avenue 


plaintiff injured while clinging on front plat- 
form of crowded car. Treagar v. Dry Dock, 
etc., R. R. (remarked on) ; 

riding on front platform. Ginna v. Second 


xiii, 280 
vices «+ee-XV, 481 
Wilton v. Middlesex R. R. . viii, 109 


v, 265, 201 


Avenue R.R.......... PE eee xv, 106 





connected topics; assault; criminal law. 
indictment under California act ; description 

of offense. People v. Gill 
ravishing under pretense of medical operation. 

Regina v. Flattery (with notes),xv, 263; xvi, 15 
intercourse under belief that prisoner was 

husband. Regina v. Young 
idiocy of prosecutrix ; yen - Queen v. 

Barratt ix, 326; xiii, 
degree of force necessary. Don Moran v. Peo- 

le (with notes) x, 245 

indictment under Wisconsin act. 

8 , 188 


what constitutes. State v. Farr 152 
People v. Royal i, 493 
action of assault for; degree of resistance 
necessary to maintain. Smith v, Fingar, i, 101 
intercourse by consent with female under 
twelve years. Lawrence v. Commonwealth, 
xx, 277 
of child under ten years; variance. State v. ie 
iii, 3 
evidence in case of child. Brauer v, State, ii, 
burden of proof as to capacity of prisoner to 
commit crime. Hiltabiddle v. State ..xix, 
declarations of accomplices; resistance. State 
v. Shields 
declaration of prosecutrix after the crime. 
McFarland v. Ohio 
Weldon v. State i 
statements not made immediately after oan. 
rence. Spartz v. Lyon i, 198 
confirming testimony of prosecutrix by evi- 
dence of same story told out of court. State 
v. Kinney iii, 175 
contradiction of prosecutrix. "Reg. v. wanes 
v, 157 
Turner v. People, 
203 


xiv, 
evidence of unchastity of 19a Woods 
v. People .......+ +++: x, 169 
delay in making complaint. Baccio v. People, 
ii, 30 


character of prosecutrix. 


Real actions; see real property ; trespass ; eject- 


ment ; landlord and tenant. 


Real property, _ ? 
I. rights and duties of owners; adjoining owners; 


Il. mii 


negligence, etc. 
neous ; possession ; title ; remedies. 
connected topics: eminent domain ; water 
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Real property — continued. PAGE. 
and water-courses; vendor and purchaser ; 
statute of frauds; adverse possession ; 
easements ; and titles there referred to; 
JSixtures ; deeds; covenants ; conditions ; 
record and registration ; landlord and 
tenant ; mortgage; incumbrances ; crops; 
trusts ; devise and legacy; taxation ; tres- 
pass ; ‘eectment ; building contracts, etc. 
I. rights and duties of owners ; adjoining owners; 
negligence, etc. 
wrongful destruction of neighbor’s goods by 
acts on own premises. eae RY = 
Best Brewing Co 
right of grantor to dig springs though drying 
up the one granted. Bliss v. Greeley. . 
mutual rights of grantees of portions of ones 
yea by common ditches. Curtiss = 


liability of employer for injury to ‘neighbor’ 3 
property by work dangerous in nature. 
Angus v. Dalton 

injury to neighbor's premises by negligence 
of contractor rebuilding defendant's house. 
Bower v. Peate 

damages caused by negligent improvement 
of adjoining premises, Brown v. Werner, 


xi, 

duty of owner as to unsafe condition of 

same caused by third party’s act ; lia-. 
ility of third party to owner paying dam- 
ages. Gray v. Boston G. Co. (with notes), 
xiv, 

death of neighbor’s cattle from eating pro- 
jecting foliage of yew trees. Crowhurst 
v. Amersham B. Board (in full), xviii, 501, 
rusty pieces of iron fencing swallowed by 
plaintiff's cow. Firth v. Bowling W. Iron 
Co, (in full), xviii, 16 (with notes) i 
defect in drain, causing escape of sewage 
upon neighbor’s premises. nee v. 

Cousins (with notes) 

ws, wd water escape from vault. Ball 


ovetiaw of drains; question of damages of 
rental premises. Jutte v. Hughes....xv, 

mutual rights and duties of owners of dif. 
ferent stories of house, Ottumwa — 
v. Lewis (with notes) 

mutual duties of owners of different cae 
of building. Pierce v. Dyer (with notes), x, 

action by tenant of lower story against ten- 
ant of upper for overflow of water. Si- 
monton v. Loring (with notes) ii 
Ross v. Fedden 
Rudolphy v. Fuchs 

negligence in letting water-pipes overflow ; 
charge voluntarily assumed. Brown v. 


action against owner of house from which 
snow slid. Garland v. Towne (with notes), 
xii, 
falling of snow from roof on passer-by. 
Leonard v. Stover (with notes) x, 
liability of house-owner for ice sliding from 
roof. Shipley v. Fifty Associates, iii, 234; vii, 
property-owner not liable for ice falling 
from house upon sidewalk. Flynn v. Bal- 
timore Canton Co 
surface and other water. 
obstructing flow of surface water. 
Cutts (with notes) 
discharging surface water through artificial 
channel on adjoining land, Pettigrew v. 
Evansville 
water flowing across one’s lot on to lot be- 
low. Brown v. McAllister 378 
stopping surface water. Gilham v. Madison 
R. oe ccccece i, 144 


Swett v. 


eee eeeees eere eeeeseee ae 
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causing percolating rain-water to flow on 
neighbor’s land. Hurdman v. North E. 


PAGE, 


R. R. (with notes) vii, 379 


for escape of water from excavation. 
v. Fletcher (with notes)....vi, 399, 
x, 28; xvii, 
> cael 
istinguished . 


liabilit 
Smith 


accidental overflow of water u 
land. Rylands v. Fletcher, 
Box v. Jubb (with notes) 

escape from ornamental ponds caused b 
excessive rainfall. Nichols v. Marsland, 


343 
126 


xv, 252, 123 


artificial erection on defendant’s land causin 
water to flow into plaintiff's house. Hu 
man v. North-Eastern R. R. (in full), 
xvii, 
land by 


causing water to flow on adjoinin 
del (wit 


working mine. Wilson v. W: 
notes) 
flow of water caused by mining. Horner v. 
Watson 
deepening gutter in highway, so as to throw 
body of water on neighboring land ; joinder 
of parties injured. Fort v. Bronson. . 
injury to stream by colliery water. Sander- 


469 


84 


xiv, 202 


.iii, 472 


son v. Penn’a Coal Co. (with notes), xviii, 162 


discharging water on lands of another. 
tigrew v. Evansville 

opening culvert closed by plaintiff to on 
water released by ae 8 negligence. 
Collins v. M. L. Com 

sic utere tuo; upper a re Sta es- 
tates. 

mutual rights of surface owner and owner 
of mines. Coleman v. Chadwick 

working adjacent coal mine so as to cause 
subsidence. Birmingham v. Allen (with 


Jones v. Wagner (with notes)..vi, 139 
xv, 170 


AEOE).. 0.0.6.0. 0.0:5006:0:5:66:054.0050:0.00:060080 xvi, 311 


escape of water owing to storm pies 
embankment. Nichols v, Marsland (wit 
notes) 
storing water in tanks as in India; bursting 
of tanks. Madras R. R. v. Zemindar, = 
(in full) 
duty of keeping sea-wall in repair for benefit 
of neighbor. Hudson v. Tabor (in full), 
xiii, 348 ; xvi, 
taking away sand from shingle so as to en- 
danger neighboring land; prerogative of 
crown, Att’y-Gen, v. Tomline (in full), 
xx, 188; xix, 
other cases. 
prospective damages for excavation under 
plaintiff's land. Lamb v. Walker (in full), 
xviii, 131 (with notes) xviii, 
see further mines 3 support. 
right of owner to clear out epring which ran 
off over plaintiff's land. affle v. Porter, 
vy, 
causing spring to dry up by digging well on 
adjoining land not actionable, Mosier v. 
Caldwell 
using premises under license so as to com- 
municate infection. Eaton v. Winnie. .iv, 
excavation by owner of uninclosed land used 
for public travel. Beck v, Carter (with 
notes) 
neglect of owner of another part of tenement 
to repair. Pierce v. Dyer 
unsafe condition of thes? ; ; invitation to ves. 
sels by owner. Charleton v. Franconia 
Iron C i 
liability for setting spring-guns.- 
Miller (remarked sn 
II. miscellaneous ; possessio “ 
= semi- -detached wry ‘cniee an —— held 
“house” as against company. 
A ack... eececes ots 


Hooker vy. 


, 150 


74 


91 


139 
105 
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Real pro — continued. PAGE. 
pier real estate though erected under my 
chise. Smith v. New York........... » 166 
interest in rent in perpetuity a fee simple. 
Cagger v. ae bide centcddodcadsdus xiii, 430 
building on another's land without — 
PP I WN 0.6 6s Cacaccepdcdcosenes , 128 


land of wife fraudulently sold by Nesbend ; 
question whether her interest in proceeds 
was real or personal property. Denham v. 
SO ae eee error re xv, 83 

owner of land overhung by fruit tree not en- 
titled to fruit. Hoffman v. see a a 


EPP TTOT Te CEC CECT vii, 857; vi, 260 

ht of dispossessed owner to retake peace- 

ably and hold possession forcibly. Bliss v. v. 

 ectenibaddda-cabentinndue pds te xvii, 511 
using force in expelling intruder from house. 

Comstock v. Dodge Middnsudute hedeouks ae i, 81 
rule as to possession being notice not opera- 

tive to cover fraud. Groton 8. Ban 

Is 06:66: 0-0ibin 46.606440006 emcees oe) 8 xix, 340 
open possession as notice of title. Noyes v. 

BN or eshn sertked swede bce seed Soars xvii, 392 
possession as notice to purchaser of prior 

rights. White v. White............ "ale, 340 
right of — to build _— fence. Car- 

penter v. Halsey........ iv, 


damages for stetiing possession against law. 
fulowner. Schermerhorn v. Carter....xx, 97 

taking possession of part of timber-lands held 

occupation of whole tract. Nolan v. Grant, 
xx, 213 

when possession of part of tract is construct- 
ive possession of all. Brobst v. Brock, iii, 456 

obtaining possession of whole tract by entry 


on part. Wolfskill v. Malajowich..... iii, 379 
possession as notice of title. Van Orman v. 
DR Gekidiniiitadiatse deveupewenne ii, 274 
Wickes v. Lake........-....20005 iv, 17; i, 279 
Raynor v. Limerson.................+. ix, 261 
Brumagim v. Bradshaw............... iii, 379 


receipt of rents and profits not conclusive 
evidence of possession. Averill v. Sanford. 
iv, 110 
claim of occupier for improvements, etc. 
see also, statute of frauds. 
equitable lien for expense in improving 
lands postponed to judgment lien. Cook v. 


BR oc Ga cdiecedcacscdessrse cess vii, 230 
compensation for improvements on another's 
Bomd. ibatt v. Wade... ccccccccccccss vi, 165 





taxes paid during occupation under void deed 
not recoverable on setting aside of deed. 


Marvin v. Lewis... .........ssceceeees vy, 
claim of occupant under defective title for 
improvements, Wernke v. Hazen..... iii, 217 


actions to quiet title, etc. 

what is a sufficient cloud on title to support 
quia timet. Schroeder v. Gurney... .xviii, 118 
Bockes v. Lansing...... xviii, 317 
Fonda v. Sage ............ v, 7% 

when a legal cloud exists. Overing v. Foote, 
iv, 171 

action - ve title ; remedy at law. Gray 


v. Tyl 
bill to quiet title. (Ill.) Rucker v. Dooley, i i, 335 
requisites of complaint in action to recover 
possession of land. Sheridan v. — - 
requisites of action under § 449, N. Y. Code, 
to determine claims to real property. Aus- 
SD. D0 8.86 p46 t0biissins vee dan vii, 59 
bill of peace; guia timet ; determination of 
claims to real property ; New York acts. 
Bailey v. Southwick ..............006: vi, 160 
Fisher v. Hepburn .............eeee0e: vi, 287 
Burnham v. Onderdonk....... dixwinned ii, 29 








Real property — continued. PAGE, 


pt a: al of pleadings in actions to deter- 
mine claims to real property. (N. Y.) oe 
We MME hows dad choca ccvebesdssee dens 
joinder of action to remove cloud on title | 
recovery of premises. Lattin v. McCarty, i, 478 
removing fraudulent incumbrance. Stowell 
Wi HOD onc Bdaid ide set di eebicteswes xi, 223 
time for commencing actions for recovery of 
real property. (N. Y.) Marvin v. Lewis, v, 174 
docketing judgment under act of 1840 (N. Y.); 
notice. Sheridan v. Andrews...... i, & 


Rebellion; see war. 


Receipts and Releases, 
connected topics: payment; personal in- 
juries, ete. 
receipts in full not conclusive as to payment. 
Ryan v. Ward ......-..++0+eeseeeeeees vi, 
receipt under seal conclusive. State v. Gett 
IN uidd Wide 's.4 Sc dccsewssees xv, 383 
finding lost receipt good ground for new trial. 
odge v. Denny ............ +++ee00:- vi, 192 


receipts discharging claims for personal in- 
juries. Lee v. Lancashire, etc., R. R. (with 
I baie coederseccebeseds ns iii, 499; iv, 205 
fraudulently obtained release of cause of 
action ; consideration need not be repaid 
before suit. Mullen v. Old Colony R. R., xx, 213 
effect of release by joint obligee as to others 
not joining. Lumberman’s Ins. Co. v. Preble, - 
ii, 
release of one wrong-doer under seal, a release 
of all; despite clause to the contrary. 
Gunther v. Lee (with notes) .......... xvi, 343 
what amounts to release. Strong v. Beane, i, 397 
release invalid where part of its subject-mat- 
ter cannot be released and contract is non- 
severable. Urquhart v. Macpherson, xviii, 295 


Receivers ; see also, railroads ; banks ; execution 


(supplemental ‘proceedings) , s contempt ; cer- 
tiorari. 
receiver appointed by federal court when 
bound by tj unction of state court. Safford 
v. People (with MOUES). 200+ .ccccces. xvii, 179 
respect observed by courts of bankruptcy to- 
ward title of receiver under law of state 
where property is. Pond v. Cook...... xx, 136 
action against receiver for specific perform- 
ance of contract of company. Southern 
Exp. Co, v. Western N.C. R. R...... xix, 479 
giving railroad one ev to repair. 
Hoover v. M.&G. L. R. R.... ..... xviii, 18 
recognition of foreign. receiver. Bagley v. 
SE Wis, TR TE koa dice ccccccesens xvii, 354 
concurrent jurisdiction of federal circuit 
courts in appointing receiver. Al. & Ch. R. 
We We PE i gb ot duc cdccawasagssnataar vi, 340 
preference of receiver in foreclosure over 
assignee in bankruptcy. Meigs v. Davis,xx, 98 
bringing action against receiver in court not 
appointing him. Thompson v. Scott..xiv, 400 
action against receiver of foreign railroad for 
damages. Barton v. Barbour ........ xvii, 172 
contempt by bringing action against receiver 
in another court. Shanges «. Scott. .xiv, 400 
irregular sale by, to be corrected by motion, 
not independent action. Libby v. Rose- 
OIE cee tictsedé scsscdestesenssccsees i, 277 
creditors intervening in aid of receiver not 
entitled to costs. People v. Security Ins. 
OD 05.66 Vedsiacecsccevesessecsacds xvii, 154 
canceling mortgage in hands of receiver of 
savings bank ; must be effected by petition 
in same cause, not an independent proceed- 
ing. Porterv. Kingman.............- xix, 319 
laches, when a bar to action against insolvent 
railroad company. Sullivan v. Portland, 
etc, BR. BR. ....-.. Codeccccsccccceses xvi, 15 
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Receivers — continued. PAGE. 


staying action by creditor of insolvent com- 
pany on application by receiver. Attorney- 
General v. Guardian Ins. Co.......... xx, 134 
expenditures by railway receivers ; attorneys’ 
fees,etc. Cowdrey v. Galveston, etc., R. R., 
xv, 60 
what facts justify appointment of receiver on 
tition of bondholders. Union Tr. Co. v. 
a eS ee are xvi, 15 
edna against receiver of railroad in bank- 
ruptcy for injuries to passenger. Cardot v. 


MEE Shas 0s cdbacecvesanedsss even xiii, 43 
audueaes of special receiver or assignee. 
Metz v. Buffalo, etc., R. R............ xii, 300 


claim for personal injuries not a lien on prop- 
erty in hands of railroad receiver. (Iowa.) 
White v. Keokuk, etc., R. R.......... xx, 455 
appointment of railroad receivers under New 
ork act of 1870. Rochester v. Bronson, iii, 282 
liability of trustees purchasing by leave of 
court and managing road. Rogers v. 
WED .4s0s0nduedacaedn ed heean eee iii, 305 
cannot set up fraud in sale to defeat assign- 
ment where judgment creditor has affirmed 


sale. Kennedy v. Thorp........ .... viii, 56 
receiver not to purchase at sale of property 

in his hands. Hool v. Wilson.......... i, 360 
sales by receiver; grounds of setting aside. 

Libby v. EE IRS 2 PTE i, 275 
extent of title of receiver of rents and profits. 

Foster v. Townsend ...-.............- xv, 106 


rights of receiver as against grantee under 
deed adjudged fraudulent. Ayrault v. 


ee ag POT Ee ix, 291 
duty of receiver as to distribution, etc, Bal- 
kg errr rr rr er rer ere ix, 142 


respective rights of judgment-creditors at 
law and in equity, and receiver. —— 
MME 2 csiscitncudstedewshareee ste 13 

pleading and proof of facts giving jurisdic. 
tion. (N. Y.) Rockwell v. Merwin... .iii, 338 

pleading appointment. Brett v. Brooklyn, 


etc., PO rere er vii, 79 
bond must ay executed before authority vests. 
Johnson Vv. Martin. .....0.csccccccccce viii, 333 


whether a receiver’s bond covered acts pre- 
vious to its execution. Thomson v. Mac- 


SOO. +0 coeedebhweddeses [ebeneeeaen xix, 362 
appealable orders as to receivers. (N. Y.) 
PNT C. BOO 6. o.osc cicsvvcsastizcveces vii, 347 


how far purchaser on sale by receiver is bound 
to inquire. Koontz v. Kentucky N. Bank, 


vii, 332 
Recognizance ; see bond; arrest and imprison- 
ment ; bail. 
Record and Registratio 


n, 
connected topics: deeds; mortgages, etc. 
in general. 
conveyance by heir of grantor whose deed is 
unrecorded. Youngblood v. Vastine -_ 
WED. 25s cuncssdncgédewdssaceunoteues 89 
quit-claim deed by heirs does not divest title 
by unrecorded deed of deceased. Rodgers 


v. Burchard (with notes).......... vii, 69, 234 
destruction of unrecorded deed does not revest 
title in grantor. Jeffers v. Philo...... xx, 413 


priority of registration as between different 
assignees of mortgage. Wiley v. William- 


Rios <5 56 cs otyen'd) erccstob<sncss xviii, 338 
unrecorded mortgage void against assignee. 
Bostwick v. Foster..............04+ xviii, 276 
unrecorded mortgage notice. Riley v. Quigley, “ 
ii, 1 
unrecorded assignments of mortgage. Purdy 
V. BROMO... cc csscescescscscssscese ii, 49 


good faith essential to benefit of recording 
acts. Wells v. Ross ......:...ceeee- xvii, 273 


Record and Registration — continued. PAGE, 
effect of recording act (N. Y.) on rival convey- 
ances; constructive notice. Paige v. War- 

wry TRS SE ERR rerer xix, 259 
question between prior unrecorded deed and 

later recorded mortgage. Cary v. White, iii, 138 

doctrine as to actuul notice. Bu ckley v. Platt, i, 44 
how far recorded deeds are notice. Burch v. 


PE Dh ide ic escs ees) vases weenane v, 78 
knowedge in fact of prior conveyance. Lei- 
man, matter of ......... Nabe bie eboe deen v, 94 
Boyles ay” Perr reer reer rye ee. li, 255 
partial information to purchaser of ee 
rights. Norton v. Birge........... ..-. 182 


record after statutory time good against ate 
sequent takers. Gilchrist v. Gough (in full), 
xix, 276 
record constructive notice though burned. 
Heaton v. Prather ..............see00. xv, 352 
recording of prior conveyance after suit 
brought. Norton v. Birge............... i, 182 
unrecorded deed ; subsequent purchaser ; who 
is a purchaser under New York act. Roggen 
We ov chose cnkosseedges cb decesese vi, 128 
canceling notice of lis pendens on motion, 
(N. Y.) Miller v. Bliss................. x, 61 
defectively acknowledged instrument when 
not notice. Hiscock v. Phelps........ iii, 284 
errors or fraud of recording officer. 
erroneous record of mortgage as for less than 
the true amount; Indiana act. Gilchrist v. 
ee, eh i) PRET Te xix, 276 
liability of recording officer for mistakes of 
subordinate. Siewers v. Commonwealth 
(with notes), xviii, 183; (in full)...... xviii, 233 
recorder liable for false certificate of search 
only to employer. Houseman v. Girard B. 
BY DOB ko scccsnnvredbns eevee ossas xvi, 189 
recorder liable for false certificate of search. 
Houseman v. Girard Build. Ass. (with notes), 


xiii, 241 

lien not affected by failure of recorder to 
record and index. Brown’s appeal... .xiv, 316 

defective indexing of deed. Schell y. ‘Stein 

CURE OUND): 5.0 5 5 is.c'dnsa.sstadvasccdseses 

indexing not essential to complete Abia 
Chatham v. Bradford (with notes)...... xii, 307 

effect of omitting recorded instrument from 
index. Clader v. Schaefer............ xx, 16 
Bishop v. Schneider .......... iii, 154 

recording instrument in wrong book. wer 
Wi ME bcc wcno esos deveennccteeneses 16 


alteration by clerk of record kept by prede- 
cessor. Rockland W. C.v. Pillsbury..viii, 16 
collusive record of tax deed by clerk before 
business hours. Mather v. Hutchinson. .i, 279 
filing of deed for record and afterward with- 
drawing it from office for a time. Lawton 
PTR a soo ks on cc oases Soepisadahsecve i, 359 
variance in name. Huston v. Seeley...... ii, 275 
Referees ; see also, arbitration. 
in general ; what is referable, etc. 
referee need not be member of bar in New 
York. Cunningham v. Cunningham ..xiv, 316 
action by attorney for services not properl 
referable tolawyer. Martin v. Windsor Hy. 
CM i FI on. ds sche vs ctennssnrecesec xv, 495 
Minnesota act authorizing compulsory refer- 
ence void. St.Paul &§. i R. v.Gardner,xiv, 127 
historical review of system of reference in 
New York. Macgowan v. Sinclair ....ix, 161 
agreements to refer; when valid. Pompe v. 
Fuchs (with notes)... ..........005 os xiv, 170 
constitutionality of trial by referees with con- 
sent. (Wis.) Home Ins. Co. v. Security 





BO, OO cuccncnssacasdductaneucsseaucced i, 
effect of stipulation as to hearing before 
referee. Miner v. Somerville ......... ili, 31 
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Referees — continued. PAGE. 
in what cases proper. Schermerhorn v. me ae 


Welsh v. om will’ a4 


Place v. Chesebrough, 
xii, 411 

compulsory reference under New York act. 
Hitlen V. DOGIAMO. 66 occ cccccccccccscesscs ii, 459 

compulsory reference. (N. Y.) Tiffany v. 

Gibb wed che eec dein ddonedsceusvete iii, 150 
Concklin v. Taylor. ...........-+++-++ xv, 
ony) reference ; right to jury trial. 
Y.) Townsend v. Hendricks ........ ii, 

D . actions referable. Townsend v. Hen- 
MO 681d 6 00a CdS His 44S Sasie ise 40 AES ii, 356 

Me a (N. Y.) “Ludlow y. Am. Ex. 

e ciaetese should be ordered. (N. Y} 

N. Y. Elevator Co. v. Astor Ins. Co...... v, 337 
when granted on inspection of pleadings. 

(N. Y.) Droge v. Droge..... ésecesase li, 475 
when consent of parties necessary. Preston 

Dy ND sais Biw:*s Hb ews tesKese cee’ xiv, 13 

in case of accounts. McMartin v. Bingham, iii, 191 

discretion of court as to what is ‘‘a long 
account.” (N. Y.) Davis v. Coddington, vii, 346 

question whether long account involved. 
Thompson v. Seimer; Wilkesbarre Co. v. 
SP re ee ccccccce--cocckll, 58 
practice before referee. 

practice as to allowance of amendments by 
referee. (N. Y.) Bennett v. Lake ....vi, 76 

Hough v. Blower ....i, 124 
striking out testimony of refractory witness. 
PAROS T.. WUMNOR. 0.6: 0.0.00 os ncsccecceces. 14 

powers of referee ; ascertaining heirs. a) Y) 
Halstead v. Halstead................2-- x, 171 
GD. Va FAD nov cbcccccccccckacencé -* 49 
Vanderlip v. Keyser .............00-: 186 

power of referee to determine costs. (N. Y. ) 
Wetmore v. Peck.... ............2.- xix, 400 

termination of reference under 8 273, New 
York Code ; taxation of costs. Ballou Zs 
POI o.i55:d 0 6 nineties cnacecnsecss ecnced 203 
effect of improper admission of evidence > 
referee. Foote v. Beecher ............ xx, 255 
fraud in obtaining assessment of damage by 
referee. Jordan v. Volkenning...... xvii, 174 
compelling referee to insert rejected matter 
in case. Lefler v. Field........ .. -.-..Vi, 158 
referee’s findings ; reviewing 

proper mode of reviewing referee’s allow- 
ance of amendment on trial. Quimby v. 
ME eee ys: Pere rer sere e xx, 14 

eferee’s r ; reviewing findings, etc. 

"(india referee necessary to obtain reversal. 
Holden i OI i. 06s bs ccineoes seen xii, 378 
Tallman v. Brester..............0+-00- xii, 27 

duty to find specifically. "Meacham v. Burke, 

ix, 309 
what referee’s report should state in action 
for accounting. Spooner v. Lefever....ix, 66 
review of report on questions of fact. Bow- 
SRM We TIE ao i id's’ s Ke dcccccrcccdes iii, 305 
reviewing findings. Bigler v. Barnes...... xi, 111 
Caswell v. Davis ..... xi, 383 
Perkins v. Hill ....... x, 334 
Thornton v. Autenreith, . 202 
Darling v. Brewster. ..x, 202 
Quincey v, Young.. vil, 239 
Sheldon v. Sheldon..viii, 94 
setting aside referee’s report in New York; 
order of general term final. Gray v. Fisk, 
ix, 80 

setting aside report; new order. Roberts v. 

| EP reerrrrr rere eT er ye xviii, 119 


erroneous reasoning of trial court no ground 








Referees — continued. 


PAGE, 
for setting aside findings of fact. Van Gel- 


der v, Van Gelder ............+++ ++ xx, 15 
reviewing referee’s findings of fact and law. 
Robertson v. Stillings .............. xviii, 476 
finding by referee of negligence as conc] usion 
of law, instead of as matter of fact. Hays 
v. Miller ieatbeeateds. cbbasteieden xv, 495 
objections to report as not specific. (N. Y.) 
uhelbrink v. Kellers................ vii, 46 
reviewing referee’s rulings ; necessity of > 
ceptions. Hadley v. Ayers ......... 44 
exception to nonsuit by referee. (N. ‘y" 
Schofield v. Hernandez ................ vi, 144 
reviewing referee’s findings. Burgess v. Si- 
NS EE ETE OEP OTe COC ET iv, 141 
Chubbuck v. Verman............ -ii, 50 
Matthews v. Coe ..... wesc eee eens vi, 386 
time limited for report. (N. Y.) Gregory v. 
ike 0s ccicndier ss sdadnesensaceiens ii, 458 
referring back report. (N.Y.) Van Slyke v. 
Hyatt... .cccccccccccccccccce Seccccceses ii, 322 
misconduct of referee. 
order setting aside judgment of referee for 
misconduct not appealable from general 
term to court of appeals, Livermore v. 
Bainbridge (in full)..............-- ix, 408, 142 
setting aside report for improper conduct of 
referee. Stebbins v. Brown.......... viii, 215 
Sees and costs. 
oral agreement as to amount of referee’s fees 
in New York. Cooperstown N. Bank v. 
Tamajo (remarked on)............ xx, 118, 121 
when referee's fees will be allowed on — 
Brown v. Gallaudet .............-...: 97 
compensation of referee. (N. Y.) ‘os 
I: i ibchdanccdgsnedsnesee cues viii, 191 
referee’s fees ; allowances on order of —_ 
ence. Watson v. Gardner............. , 282 
costs in actions before referee. (N. Y.) Fuller 
Wa 6.05 0 4ike de denduvedcacwe. dees vi, 77 
appeal to higher court. 


appeal from special to nage term (N. Y.); 
order of reference. Martin v. Windsor H. 
is PN iad esddeceetanercsnsnds xv, 495 


New York practice as to appeal from orders on 
referee’s ight of » Bergen v. Snedecker, xx, 454 

waiver of right of review by consent to refer. 
Carroll v. Locke .............seeceees xix, 179 

appeal from on appointing referee. Rogers 
inka camden sends Band sccmeenl ry 4 
Flanagan v. Cassidy. ...........--++00+: i, 
Lawless v. O’Mahoney ............. ... ii, 323 


appeal from judgment of affirmance as to 
referee’s report. Quincey v. Young....ix, 155 

writ of error and not appeal proper from judg- 
ment on award, (N. y) Daggett v. feat ii 
MM: cAdste sine wiae: se 6sed eae newe deen 


presumptions in favor of referee's report in 
appellate court. Morgan v. Mulligan, vii, 266 
presumptions as to basis of judgment below. 
Freeman v. Freeman 
Reformation and cancellation of instruments, 
connected topics : mistake; equity; forgery; 
deeds, etc. 
as to reforming policies, see insurance, 
deed reformed by striking out clause assuming 
mortgage, where inserted without grantee’s 
knowledge. Kilmer v. Smith........ xix, 
reformation of deed -granted where omission 
was by grantor’s fraud, though grantee was 


499 


negligent. Hitchins v. Pettengill ....xix, 37 
written agreement relating to land not cancel- 
able in equity, though incapable of per- 
formance. Noble v. Edwards........ xvi, 120 
cancellation of instruments, when decreed. 
Stewart’s Appeal .....sseeeeeeeeseee Kili, 354 
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Reformation, etc., instruments — continued. PAGE. 
reforming deeds, Case v. Peters ........ iv, 268 
canceling instrument obtained by fraud. 


(N. Y.) McHenry v. Hazzard.......... iv, 128 


power to reform written instrument. Garnar 
v. 4 ng sepies Dipereppekesedbabehesaene 417 
Registration ; see record and registration. 
Religious Societies ; see pv a 
Removal of Causes ; ; see also, venue. 
other connected topics : jurisdiction. 
tn general. 
removal of causes to federal courts under 
civil rights law. Wells, re (in full) ..xvii, 111 
the popular prejudice act of 1867. Gaines v. 
IE EER EE ee xiii, 214 
invalidity of act of congress of 1867, giving 
right of removal to non-resident plaintiffs. 
Whiton v. Chicago, etc., R. R., v, 110; me 


137 ; iv, 17 (with notes). pies memes 246 
corporations entitled to benefit of act of 1867. 
Mix v. Andes Ins. Co............ xvii, 457, 475 


validity of act of congress of 1866 providin 
for removal of proceedings against fede “| 
officers. State v. Hoskins (in full)..xvi, 78, 83 
invalidity of § 5, act of congress of 1863. Jus. 
tices v. United RR i, 241, 255 
who may remove ; citizenship. 
ar ng > of the neds Gaines v. Fuentes 
RD nkb.vrcdid chan nduenheas isiiaeand xiii, 328 
not removable on petition of non-resident 
co-defendants. Sewing Machine Cases (with 
notes) de) did aekaene akin sa xi, 39 
requisite allegations as to citizenship of par- 
ties. Phoenix Ins, Co. v. Pechner (in full), 
xvi, 392 
Amory v. Amory (in full).......xvi, 392 
allegations as to residence of parties ; filing 
record ; remanding cause. McLean v. St. 
Paul & PMc, Miliicsasa be:ndnidy, dipehaad ati-erenen xx, 78 
all of plaintiffs or defendants seeking removal 
must be non-resident. Grover, etc., 8 


Co. v. Florence S. M. Co. (in full) ...... ix, 203 
citizenship of railroad corporation. Balt, & 
el Se, MN <i badocacinsscncasans xvi, 104 
citizenship = corporation. Holden y. Put- 
BAI TI, TOD. a's ne ccnccngseveseeecasoss iv, 338 
— all egations as to citizenship. Phenix 
SS | eer xviii, 457 
Delaware R. R. Co. v. Davenport, etc., R. R., 
xvi, 167 
Seckel v. Beckhans........... étianenk xv, 811 
BE TIE 60.06 emrirntndensas eine xiv, 363 
TE Wy RO oc 0.0.6. 0cn.bbesnecesincnsinn xiv, 38 
Girardey v. Moore... ......... Sessece xvi, 135 


where some of formal parties are citizens of 
same state. Taylor v. Rockefeller. ...xviii, 120 

removal by non-resident plaintiffs where other 
plaintiffs are residents. Bliss v. Rawson, vi, 358 

transfer not authorized where both parties are 
non-resident. Wills v. Home Ins, Co ..vi, 33 

foreign insurance companies. 
foreign insurance companies doing business 


here not entitled to removal. Cont. Ins. 
Co, v. Kasey (in full).............00. xiii, 311 
Winingder v. Globe Ins. Co ........... xix, 341 


right of foreign insurance company to remove 
in Massachusetts. Morton v. Mut. Ins Co. 
CU MINED 6 boc ccrescccesoneccusneces vi, 366 
removal of actions against foreign insurance 


companies. Terry v. Imp. Ins. Co. (with 
WE éc.ccids ipeetniseuw bodeceengnl xii, 99 
Knorr v. N. Y. Ins. Co.......... iv, 17; v, 252 


foreign insurance company accepting service 
through . waives right of transfer. 
People v. Jackson Co. Judge....... ... vi, 33 


state acts requiring foreign insurance com- 
sy to waive right of removal. Home 
Co. v. Morse (in full) . 





Removal of Causes — continued. PAGE. 
act ——— foreign insurance companies to 
waive right of removal. Morse v. Home 
BE Giisikie dicctdeedbaeesedewch sade viii, 75 
what is removable. 
cause pending for retrial removable. Crane 
v. Reeder (in full) ................. -.-xv, 103 


probate controversy as to distribution of estate 
removable. Cragie v. McArthur (in full), 


xv, 121 
“— is a “suit of a civil nature.” Webber 
v. Humphreys... .... ...-ceesee wees xx, 78 
prejudice of color as a ground for — 
State v. Strander ............00es00e. 302 
removal by marshal of suits nst him S 
trespass during rebellion. McKee v. Rains, 


iii, 456 

removal by military commander sued for false 
imprisonment; refused. Bell v. Dix..vii, 60 

when not allowed; “controversy.” Stan- 
brough v. Griffin. ................0006- xx, 455 

when foreclosure suit is not removable ; cross- 
bills. Donohue v. Mariposa L. & M. Co., xviii, 19 
incidental proceeding in action not remova- - 
333 


ble. Bank v. Turnbull............... ix, 
what questions are federal ; mining claims. 
Trafton v. Nongues .... .........2-05 xv, 
cause involving probate of will not remova- 
ble. Hargroves v. Redd............... vi, 358 
requisites of petition for removal. Little 
York, etc., Co. v. Keyes............. xvii, 162 
Latham v. Barney ........ ......0-- xvi, 245 


removal not barred by previous submission to 


state jurisdiction. eadow V. M. Co. v. 
PIs 6.0.0.5 0d 6sidybhnesedesedsihewssss vi, 98 
whole suit must be removed. Carraher v. 
PI, 0:0 0:55:65 400606-0040ns ewnessede xvi, 185 
parties. 
removal of cause by one of several co-defend- 
ants. Yulee v. Vose................-- xix, 299 
removal ; parties to application. Cooke v. 
Boston 8. N. Bank ..............ss000: v, 30 
transfer by one defendant, Stewart v. —_ 
5. iia 6s paisa en ee We i, 476 


removal to another state while suit is ending 
granting removal as to one defendant and 
refusing as to another; what is trial on —_ 


hearing. Dart v. Walker...........005 8 
joinder of parties. Fisk v. Union P. R. 4 
CO TOR) . chess 466 essccvsvsstvsbeods iii, 156 


time for removal, etc. 

right to new trial must be perfect before pro- 
ceedings to remove, Chi v. North- 
western R. R. (in full)....... ... .... xix, 214 

order of state court not necessary for removal; 
time of filing petition. Fulton v. Golden 
CR FI 06.0004 ctne et nddakusietasteds xx, 

removing action after trial on merits and disa- 
— of jury. Clark v. Del. & H. Canal 


CPE BOEOD). 60.5.0 sp ba ecice + 04505 xiii, 157 
notice; time for removal, Minnett v. Mil. 
waukee, etc., R. R. (in full)....... 2... xiii, 254 


what is apt time for application ; national 
bank not necessarily entitled to removal. 


Petillon v. Noble (in full)............. xv, 472 
cause not removable after trial on merits. 
Cont. Ins. Co. v. Kasey (in full) ...... xiii, 311 


suit not removable after final judgment in 
state court. Stevenson v. Williams... ix, 237 


what is ‘‘final hearing on trial.’”’ Vaunivar 
v. Bryant (with notes).... .... ....... xi, 389 
Insurance Co. v. Dunn ............ sees x, 313 


when application is too late; citizenship of 

parties; federal court without jurisdiction 

of probate matter. Frazer, re (in full), xviii, 353 
soneaal allowable after jury sworn. Yulee 

We WD: ws. fe snsieenkcssadsnnaeatiiigsee xix, 299 
removal in vacation, (Iowa.) Scott v. Otis, xvi, 488 
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Removal of causes — continued. PAGE. | Replevin — continued. PAGE, 
limit of time for filing petition. Lowe v. for property served to enforce collection of 
IN SS Hace WUE! Tie wins cncsecs tied xv, 355 tax. Travers v. Inslee ..........+. «+. ii, 
when too late. New York Warehouse Co. v. not maintainable for crops grown and har- 
MIND 0.5.06 <scccscssqgivesvciaetenest xv, 312 vested by trespasser. Page v. Fowler. .iii, 379 
time for. Vaunivor v. Bryant............ x, 362 value stated in affidavit presumed to be true 
time for removal. Stevenson v. Williams, x, 350 till otherwise shown. Carew v. Matthews 
Akerly v. Vilas ...... iii, 193 NS ROR Ere rr xx, 472 
Strong v. Black ....... v, 214 description of property ; assessment of dam- 
reasonable time for a when a question s. Anderson v. Lane...........---- ii, 460 
of law. H € yh epee vii, 40 particularity in description. Waldron a 
petition to be filed at t first term of court. Pres. ee AERP A OE TRIS Eee ne eae 396 
ton v. Travelers’ Ins. Co.............. x, 87 defense of title in stranger. Stowell v. Otis, 
too late after noticed for trial afd on calendar. xvi, 371 
Slough v. Hatch..................0.-- vis} demand, Prime v. Cobb...............- xii, 24 
board of supervisors not a court ; what is first avowry and cognizance. Chicago & A. 7 
term of court. Gurnee v. Brunswick Co., GR, F. TRIM, occ ccccccccsecscsecccses ii, 478 
xv, 434 property not revested in defendant b with- 
proceedings. drawing of replevin writ. Jones v. Hart, iv, 124 
facts must appear from record or else from discharge of bond by delivery of property. 
evidence ; sureties must justify. Goddard — v. Douglass ........--++--+++s 
v. Bosson DID vic 'n's cdidievsuscedue xviii, 512 denial of possession of goods estopped by an 
petition by attorney of corporation ; verifica- ing endestal rtaking for redelivery. Diossy v. 
tion. Shaft v. Phoenix Ins. Co........ xv, 47 pT Pree xvii, 491 
raising question of loss of jurisdiction by state terms of wen ¢ & pleading. Jaggor v. 
court. Shaft v. Phoenix Ins. Co........ xv, 47 rere xix, 440 
powers of federhl and state court ; staying actions on Sisukies (N. Y.) Letson v. 
proceedings. Bell v. Dix............. vii, 60 PE bi odéenccnekesdaahtenesssene ans v, 269 
state court stayed. Berry v. Chicago, etc., bond; discontinuance; Michigan practice. 
WA RNG Cube pd siks cde ccdoseveceees xvi, 69 Callender y. Olcott . oe aesuceeieen ii, 336 
jurisdiction of state court ousted by filing jurisdiction of justices’ courts, (N. Y.) Knight 
— . and A criti bond. Stevens v. v. Campbell........sseesecessees soeeeeVy 
I ON, GOD ccsetcdeciddcccccead 043 i, 480 costs in. (N.Y.) Stoddard v. Clark...... ii, 354 
improper + 1, of state court to accept ae the action of claim and delivery under New 
or removal. Taylor v. Shew.......... ix York code. Schofield v. Whitelegge ..vii, 58 
notice of appearance. Keville v. Phoenix Ins. costs in claim and delivery tried by referee 
Wigs d4 ded 150s08e5Ksccgneecsdeteuis~s x, 14 without assessing value of property. Brown 
notice to opposing party. Ficklen v. Tarver, V. Gallaudet........cccce-coccccecces xix, 280 
xvi, 438 waiver of forfeiture of goods taken under 
practice. Hurst v. Western & A. R. R . xiv, 339 replevin judgment. De Yoe v, Jamison, 
order of state court for removal appealable. xiii, 84 
Bursow v. New York N. Bank (with notes), form of judgment ; Wisconsin act. Ashley 
ix, 23 Dy IS 6 6.00 6.00.0000006.005-0.0 6000005 ii, 215 
review of order of removal by writ of weer form of judgment under Montana act. Boley 
SOURED Ws TONE vcdccscscs ecde ae 840 I cs sh cans sdeckecnsee¥apees xi, 142 
order of removal appealable. Akerly v. Vila action by replevin bail compelled to pay judg- 
iii, 193 ment, for failure of officer to levy. State 
removal not defeated by plaintiff dismissing I ir trae cecéhancoaceessseet iii, 216 
suit. Beery v, Chicago, etc., R. R..... xv, 513] arrest ; New York act. 
when cause should be remanded. Ryan v. form of execution ; arrest for costs. Connors 
WOE. Kcsndosesaccasscatasgiede 4 xx, 79 Te OO 6 ov dacacdewsiscceseacsees+s. 04 iii, 72 
pleading after transfer ; —— ings in state order of arrest for concealing property. N.Y. 
court part of record. albec de Monjoc v. Sherlock v. Sherlock .............2.-0-: i, 21 
OEET . cccccccccccsesecvccscoccce cs xvi, 415 | Res Judicata ; see judgment. 
continuance of proceedings in state court after Res Gestz, 
removal. Insurance Co. v. Dunn ......x, 313 connected topics : declarations and admis- 
from one state court to another. sions ; railroads ; rape ; criminal law ; 
removal of cause from district court to com- homicide, etc. 
mon pleas (N. Y.); limitation on amount of doctrine of res gestw considered in a murder 
recovery. Ludwig v. Minot........... vii, 412 case. Hunter v. State (with notes) ...xix, 227 
principal bound by declarations of agent ‘when 
connected topics : conversion ; lien, ete. part of res geste. McBean v. Fox (with 
not a local action. (N. Y.) Boyd v. Howden, ON PEEP TOE SOE TE errr xix, 22 E 
iii, 280 declarations by agent as against principal ; 
for goods f treteh by carrier to more than must be at time of transaction. Anderson E 
amount of freight. Dyer v. Grand Trunk Ga TI, oh cb 8 cian 0 n50s. pcacscnonscos ix, 307 B 
Ey chick caren acndedesss Cavndeds ii, 113 trespass for personal injuries ; complaint of 
judgment in replevin when a bar to action for injured party as evidence. Towle v. Blake, 
trespass. Gibbs v. Cruikshank ....... viii, 315 iii, 497 
fence rails and stakes wrongfully put into admitting declarations of injured ee 4 
fence not subject to replevin Ricketts v. Downs v. N. Y. C. R. BR... 2... eee eee i, 78 
er err ae Weare xv, 453 in civil action founded on indecent nt 
for watch lost by fraudulently ——e Gardner v. Kellogg.............s0ee+: xv, 472 
wager. Hodge v. Sexton (with notes). . 148 declarations of fireman as part of res geste 
paid check not Srabject of replevin. Barret relating to railroad accident. Bellefontaine 
NI 650k 6 ohne cece chiccsetioecss , 852 De We Os NR 6 ceccdcicccccveccecces iv, 76 Ri 
against plaintiff causing wrongful aitach. complaints, etc., of pain. Insurance Co. v. 
ment. Tripp v. mang Pree ores ..di, 114 Maaehey 0... ccccccccccccsces $eesseesees i, 458 
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Res Gestee — continued. PAGE, | Reward, PAGE. 
res geste ; dying declarations. Spatz v. Lyons, connected topics: arrest. 
i, rewards for making arrest. Shuey v. United 
Residence ; see domivile. PUMNE none o0escdkrdks wensessiedend xiii, 352 
Restraint of trade ; see also, statute of frauds. offer to complete on publication. Auditor v. 
other connected topics: contracts ; Bullard (with notes)............. + +: xii, 275 


contracts. 
contracts in restraint of trade. Smalley v. 
a es ee ee xx, 475 
contract in restraint of trade ; what is not, 
Bumgarten v. Broadaway ............ xvi, 135 


sale of good-will. Goodman v. Henderson, xv, 412 
agreement to parcel out stevedoring business 

of port; unreasonable provisions; arbitra- 

tion clause. Collins v. Locke ........ xx, 518 
covenant in restraint of trade valid if ns 

to use of trade secrets. Hagg v. Darley, 


xvii, 376 
city ordinance iu restraint of trade. Chicago 
v. Meker (with notes)..............+. xvii, 79 


covenant not to advertise former trade con- 
nection. Wolmerhausen v. O’Connor, xvi, 304 
agreement to discontinue business in case of 


adverse award. Curtis v. Gokey....... xv, 210 
when contract too indefinite. Caswell v. Gibbs, 
xiii, 183 
agreement by physician not to practice. Doty 
le yrs e xiii, 46 


agreement to manufacture for one person 
only. Schwalm v. Homes (with notes), xiii, 52 
bond not to practice medicine in particular 
place ; question of liquidated damages or 
penalty. Bigony v. Tyson............. xi, 
agreement to give exclusive right of selling 
newspaper on certain route, Fulton v. 
PREP rere er ee x, 825 
agreement not to run steamer on navigable 
river for ten years. Oregon St. Nav. Co. v. 


_ 


90 


OS GE BED a.c'c.ccccne pondcicevien sua x, 41 
validity of contract not to sell in same market. 
Morse Twist Co. v. Morse.............. vi, 32 


method of measuring distance under covenant 

not to carry on business within certain 

limits. Monflet v. Cole (with notes), v, 348; 
viii, 7 

covenant not to enter into competition with 

covenantee in particular city. Guerand v. 


TI on 6:6 :6:0-45 6050. ckescodsctcespece v, 235 
contract in restraint of trade. Maier v. 
iid ns eich dine wantithaaweemtel iv, 300 
scope of stipulation ane dangerous busi- 
ness. Atlantic Dock Co, v. Libby...... iv, 114 
breach of agreement not to pr milk on “na 
ticular route. Tuttle v. Hannegan .. 45 
carrying on trade as manager for aonina. 
BNE Fs DAPI, 5 5 otic 00000064 ii, 74 ; iii, 396 
agreement to abstain from liquor traffic. 
Studabacker v. White. .............000. ii, 382 


agreement not to carry on similar manufac- 
ture in any part of Europe, etc. Leather 


Cloth Co. v i crs.csaasscaasncsees i, 216 
restraint of nies rights under executed con- 
tract for. Bishop Vs SOO, 6c vccsseces i, 63 


Retrospective legislation; see interest and usury; 
railroads ; constitutional law ; statutes. 

Revenue; see internal revenue. 
Review, 

connected topics : ‘certiorari ; criminal law ; 

appeal ; exceptions ; new trial. 
rule as to admission of ‘newly-discovered evi- 
dence under bill of review. Craig v. Smith, 


; xx, 514 
when a denial of bill of review is proper. 
Ricker v. Powell ..........ccesccccese xx, 415 


see certiorari ; criminal law ; appeal; ex- 
tons!; new trial, etc. 
Revival action ; see action. 





reward offered for recovery of lost property ; 
what plaintiff must show. Howland v. 
DOR 6:60 sais hn 50ss's, sm. a4ddersad viii, 
criminal surrendering himself not entitled to 
reward offered for apprehension. Bent v. 
Wakefield (with notes)... .... ....-. xix, 
Riots ; see mobs and riots. 
owners; see navigable waters; water 
and water-courses. 
Rivers ; see navigable waters. 
Robbery, 
connected topics: larceny ; criminal law. 
venue ; property carried into another county. 
Margerum Ci MOOD 6idiaiicis nnd bd odqe0s5 xvii, 
taking goods by threats from child left in 
chamen. held robbery. Brooks v. People, vii, 
Oiap of public officers ; see mandamus ; office 
and officers. 


as to sale of real property, see vendor and 
purchaser ; specific performance ; statute 
of frauds 
as to transactions in stocks, see that title and 
brokers. 
as to consignments, or dealings through 
carriers, see factors; bills of lading ; stop- 
page in transitu ; carriers, 
as to auctions, tax. sales, execution and 
judicial sales, see the corresponding titles, 
other connected tipics: statute of frauds; 
conversion ; damages ; wager; fraud ; 
agency ; bailment ; illegal contracts ; con- 
tracts; custom and usage ; warehouses ; 
elevators ; neyotiable instruments ; money 
and legal tender, etc. 
miscellaneous 
sale and bailment distinguished in case of 
hides. Prichett v. Cook................ ii, 
offers left open; doctrine of Cooke v. Oxley. 
Dickinson v. Dodds (with notes) ...... xiv, 
measure of damages for conversion of goods 
paid for by plaintiff. Devlin v. Pike ...ix, 
usage of trade as to settlement of contracts 
for future deliveries of merchandise by pay- 
ing difference in market price. Mollett v. 


168 


247 


498 
76 


896 
72 
248 


TOES bo cahandtin dics csteslcwekdeatecien ii, 377 


usage as to price where no express stipulation; 
also as to proportions of mixture ordered. 
Konitzky v. Meyer............eeeeeees vii, 

declarations of vendor after sale not admissi- 
ble against vendee. Burnham v. Brennan, 


122 


xvii, 511 


English bills of sale act; sufficiency of descrip- 
tion of grantor. Larchin v. North-western 


ER A Ree ee OE xi, 368 


action to enforce contract against assignee of 
vendee. Clark v. Dickinson......... xvii, 
plaintiff must show readiness to perform on 
his part. Isaacs v. New York Pl. Works, 


511 


xiv, 358 


tender of price not necessary where vendor 
refuses to deliver and sells to another. Haw- 


MOY Wi ONES. 6 i. Siis canciones, desosees's vi, 191 


— of price; pleading tender. Locklin 


buyer’s proof of willingness to receive not 
obviated by defendant’s denial of contract 
sued on. Simmons v. Green.......... xx, 336 
right’of vendee to recover damages for de- 
ficiency of quantity. Creighton v. Uom- 
GOEEE ..0 5500 xddece setéeeee 06:6 000660ss Uy MOO 


11 
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Sale — continued. PAGE’ 
purchase of oi] ; whether specific or of fixed 
quantity. Foot v. March............ viii, 5 
impossibility of performance 
vm tw where vendor disables him- 
Russell v. Gregory ... .... .++-Xix, 162 


oe. 2 as to passing of title to engines for 
ship lost pending execution of contract. 
Anglo-Eng. Nav. Co. v. Rennie........ xii, 77 

when seller is liable for non-delivery of logs 
destroyed by freshet after agreement made. 


Bigler v. Hall... 00 -cesccccscovcess ix, 277 
performance impossible ; ; liability of seller. 

Robinson vy. Flint ...........++..+- ii, 493, 306 
agreement for repurchase ; partial destruction 


of eitz’s Appeal kau -iii, 394 
specific ~~ destroyed by accident ‘making 
delivery impossible ; vendor not eats. 
Dexter v. Norton............. .. vi, 66; v, 136 
delivery in parcels ; entirety of contract. 
contract for successive deliveries; right of 
buyer to rescind on defects in first deli livery. 
King Phillip Mills v. Slater (in full)....xx, 151 
question as to delivery of rice shipped in 
several parcels, instead of single a. 
Shand v. Bowes ..........-e+eeeceeees 
stipulation for fine for non-delivery of par 
rom time totime. Bergheim v. Blaenavon 
Oi Ms bhies ch cpdweedatiederiankvwnnids xii, 189 
er in parcels , non-payment for one par- 
cel; refusal of seller to deliver the —_ 


Prooth v. Barr 2.2.0... cccscccesscoees 141 
question of delivery by monthly inctalinnente. 
Tyers v. Rosedale, etc.,I. Co.......... xii, 158 


monthly deliveries ; forbearance of vendor at 
request of vendee; statute of frauds; 
measure of damages. Tyers v. Rosedale, 
GRR, THOM EDD:. cccccedccsgsd cccescces. ix, 209 

breach of contract for monthly deliveries of 
coal ; rule of damages. Roper v. = 


sale of goods to be delivered in monthly 
quantities. Simpson v. Crippin....... vii, 168 
delivery in monthly parcels; measure ot 
damages. Brown v Maller Lduseesseded , 371 
action for non-delivery of portion of bricks 
ordered ; defenses. Mount v. Lyon....vii, 108 
sale of crop of hops ; entirety of contract; 
damages. Southworth v. Pier.......... 10 
entirety of contract. Gault v. Brown, iv, 130; 
iii, 497 
when payment due on contract for successive 
deliveries. Clark v. Clifford..... ...... ii, 187 
conditional sales ; sewing machine contracts, etc. 
sale conditional on approval of articles sold ; 
effect - purchaser's acts. easyer * 


MIIIN 005: dabecacusss Waseees. 0% , 118 
conditional sale of furniture on Pace Nee 
forfeiture. Hegler v. Eddy............ xx, 456 


conditional acceptance of cadhine turning 
out imperfect. Blake v. Lyon Manuf. Co., 
xx, 52 
reputed ownership ; the hire-purchase system 
of pianos. (Eng.) Hattersley, ex parte, xviii, 
; OF that vendor shall retain title. Bin. 


sume by vendor after conditional sale. 

Everett v. Hall..............2 seuss xvii, 413 
sale on monthly rent; sewing machine con- 

tracts. Singer 8. M. Co., ex parte (with 

GD bhe. cdtinescensexaageecanidehe xvii, 399 
contract purporting to be renting piaao, held 

ne of ale. Greer v. Church (w ith notes), 


= 299 

sewing machine contract; fraud of agent 
Victor 8.M. Co. v. Hardus (with notes), xvi, 442 
conditional sale. Boon v. Moss..,..,...xvi, 352 





Sale — continued. PAGE, 
conditional sales; secret liens; installment 

plan. Hervey v. R. I. Soc. Works....xvi, 71 
conditional sale; return within reasonable 


time. Paige v. McMillan............. Xv, 
effect of second sale. Flanders v. Maynard, . 
xv, 238 


sale of sewing machine ; conditional agree- 
ment executed after delivery. Domestic S. 


M. Co. v. Anderson (in full)........... Xv, 
question whether vendee was bailee or owner. 
pg Ee Peer eT eee xiv, 298 
condition that title should not pass till article 
paid for. McEntee v. Harrison ....... xii, 26 
payment by installments ; conditional sale. 
RMI, cos sscidccanssdceces xi, 81 
taking possession of property for failure te 


keep insured. Palmer v. Kelly........ 141 
price by installments ; failure of payment “Of 
one installment. Bloomer v. Bernstein, xi, 14 
conditional sale; action by seller against 
pledgee of buyer. Maynard v. Anderson, 
ix, 262 
contract for delivery of hogs at option of pur- 
chaser as to time, construed, Willmering 
errr rer ers vii, 30 
— warranty on sale of horse. ms 
aod that property should not 
pass till payment of price. Lyon, re. , 339 
conditional sale. Haak v. Linderman..... i 110 
mortgage and conditional sale distinguished. 
ER SPR pe eee Were er ee v, 44 
contract for purchase at option of purchaser. 
ET, ME ng Winicdecuies sécudehaeed iv, 318 
conditional sale unauthorized ; re-sale by 
buyer. Smith v. Kinnicutt............ iv, 316 
option to return goods, Schlesinger v. Strat- 
EPP Orr errr ree rere iii, 396 
conditional sales distinguished from mort. 
gages. Gimez v. Kawping............ iii, 393 
waiver of forfeiture for non-payment. Hutch. 
NT, CU io oss ceccnsssdiacdese ss i, 481 
conditional sale. Putnam v. Lamphier....i, 21 
sales by sample. 
what amounts to sale by sample. Ames v. 
PD kc an vad anbasedssemedddaedksses xix, 478 
sale by sample ; implied warranty. Boyle v. 
Wilson (with’ TT eee beaker’ xv, 263 
rejection of goods not up to sample ; pur- 
chaser not obliged to return them. Grim- 
oldsby v. Wells (remarked on)......... xi, 371 
sale of cotton by sample; delivery and accept- 
ance ; entirety of contract. Kein v. Tup 


pee via dubdcdetinoes Hath swenetete ed viii, 362 
sale by sample. Towerson v. Aspatria, etc., 
RIOT 5 iscic | csrcdgerasecdvccccegess iv, 286 


parol po a that sale under written con- 

tract was by sample,etc. Pike v. Fay, iii, 235 
contracts to manufacture. 

contract price for uncompleted manufactured - 

article not recoverable although defendant 
revented completion. Moline Scale Co. v. 

Beed eek secwesbeh ou 4b le eeteenss Hose es xx, 515 

breach of contract to furnish materials and 
manufacture carriage. Shawham v. Van 
BGG COT BODUED... | o.oo cc <ccsceceucs xiii, 205 

agreement for sale of article to be manufac- 
tured. Goodard v. Binney (with notes), xii, 99 

measure of damages for delivery of defective 
manufactured article. Park v. Morris Tool 
Co r 


caveat emptor ; implied warranty ; see also the 
head next a ae 
gas meters sold ; degree of fitness implied. 
Harris v. Waite... 0.0.0.0. ccceeceuees xx, 497 
when warranty of quality is implied; sales by 
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Sale — continued. PAGE, 
manufacturer and mere dealer distin- 
guished. Chicago P. & P. Co. v. Tilton, xix, 98 

when implied warranty of quality not raised. 
Te HE crear s<<s +s var seecagss xix, 96 
acceptance and retention of goods, when not 
a waiver of defects. Marcus v. Thornton, 


xix, 57 
caveat emptor; sale of cattle. Morris v. 
Cg EE SIE REISS PGE xvi, 166 
implied warranty of quality. Boyd v. Wil- 
OE CINE BIIOEE o.oo coc cencdcqncpeansns xv, 363 


sale of counterfeit negotiable bonds ; liability 
of vendor. Utley v. Donaldson (in full), xv, 448 
limit of warranty by intended use of article. 
SD Wik Te oon atin eke hens. nb orton xv, 
liability of seller for infectious disease in 
animals sold. Ward v. Hobbs (with notes), 
xv, 483; xvi, 152; xvii, 290 
injury by defective carriage-pole sold plaintiff. 
Randall v. Newson (with notes) ...xv, 323, 357 
taking goods with knowledge of defects. 


Locke v. Williamson................+- xv, 14 
implied warranty of genuineness. Van Wyck 
TUS | 5 bo. 5.0:65:5. 0.05 «p09 ann eb sneeees xv, 311 


question of failure of consideration where 
article had market value though intrinsi- 
cally worthless. Drew v. Roe......... xii, 360 
risk of purchaser as to quality of ‘‘ good coal 
well adapted for steam.” Whitaker v. 
Ps vccnnd ccmesetennaceea TE 
contract for delivery of coal of certain grades 
construed. Higgins v. Del., L. & W. R. R., 
ix, 411 
effect of written statement of terms of sale 
received without objection. Dent v. N. A. 
Bh, CBs. idcpcecnesaneceendsannsyst thes vii, 107 
sale of goods “ deliverable sound and in good 
order;’’ waiver of unsoundness by buyer. 
Townsend We 0b wdecce demain vi, 388 
latent defect in goods delivered ; ‘rights of 
vendee on discovery. HejJbutt v. Hickson, 
vi, 371 
whether guarantee of quality implied by con- 
tract for gopds by numbera, Beck v. Shel- 


article to be of “same quality” as pattern ; 
words defined. McGregor v. Melbourne O. 
Cc 


sale of article of food by description. Spence 
| PRO R er rH a iv, 

inplied guaranty of quality in sale under 
trade name. Gorser v. Eagle S. Refinery, iv, 238 


yy, wee warranty as to soundness. Mann v. 
NOEL 0:0: 5 ca.6d 50084 s4andedsnennea iii, 133 
caveat emptor. Slaughter’ s Adm’r v. Gerson, 
vi, 308 
Smith v. Hughes ........ iv, 285 
caveat emptor ; opportunity given to inquire. 
Pattison v. Jenkins Sas dated ieee ine one-aeail iii, 415 
defective balance wheel sold to buyer know- 
ing defects. Loop v. Litchfield .. .... iii, 189 


mistake as to condition of thing ae on 
ground of defense. Wheat v. Cross......i, 498 
warranty ; see also the preceding head. 
keeping defective goods and suing on war- 
ranty. Day v. Pool (remarked on), ix, 310, 
337, 329 ; viii, 346 
measure of damages for breach of warranty 
of horse. Horn v. Buck.............. xx, 294 
effect of warranty avoided by knowledge of 
defects ; knowledge of agent. Bennett v. 
RRA Ras ME eg LM xix, 260 
giving new note for price afer discovery of 
breach of warranty not conclusive to bar 
— pup the breach in suit on note Ault- 
Ease bedsuedecncecns xix, 182 
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right to recoup damages on breach of war- 


PAGE. 


ranty. Walling v. Schwarzkopf...... xix, 58 
warrant of quietness of horse. Anthony v. 
FREON. 0.0.0 60:0 610:54:0:5:04.0:0-01068 xvii, 17 
right to recover for breach of warranty, when 
not affected by paying price after discovery 
of defects. Courtney v. Boswell...... xvi, 35 
agreement as to quality of iron sold; when 
a warranty. Dounce v. Dow.. ...... xi, 161 
right of buyer to sue on warranty ‘after subse- 
quent discovery of defect and without re- 
turnng goods. Parks v. Morris Tool Co., ix, 409 
question whether action was founded on 
breach of warranty or fraud. Ross v. 
|, EE, SOIR ETO viii, 8 
what amounts to warranty of quality of 
cheese sold. Wilson v. Hart .......... vii, 414 
— without offer to return goods. Foot 
is IN oo: cusrs hs 6 dds tah nee eed vi, 32 
rescinding for breach of warranty. Scranton 
v. Mechanios’ T. Co. .......200ccccccecne v, 352 
warranty that fruit trees were twenty-ounce 
apple trees. Allen v. Todd ............ v, 109 
proof of the price not competent in action on 
warranty. Roe v. Hawson............. v, 10 
breach of warranty of cows to be used for 
dairy purposes. Clark v. Troper....... ii, 393 
tests agreed on prevented by purchaser. Hall 
Wi I 6a :o.. At icodkued a tains gad eaaaae ii, 335 
action maintainable without offer to return 
goods. Rust v. Eckler..............-+- ii, 31 
against obvious defects. Pinney v. Andrus, i, 202 
warranty of merchantable quality; defect 
not discoverable in sample. Mody v. ~— 
I re Er PE 84 
reasonable time for examination, etc. Wells 
V, BONWOOE 6 6. 656 cccccegns- cccssavesesas 270 
warranty ; quality ; contract construed. Sains 
v. Shumway bas sus i enestnpaenoeel nad v, 252 
agreement to deliver sound goods ; whether 
a@ warranty or mere representation. Law- 
ah ok: 6-00.nncse bidet daneammedmeives v, 238 
what constitutes. Murray v. Smith....... v, 185 
proof of oral warranty, where bill of sale 
given. Merriman v. Field...........- i, 280 
putting an end to contract. 
when time of essence of executory contract. 
Jones v. United States.............6. xvii, 108 
refusal to accept goods not shipped in months 
stipulated. Bowes v. Shand.......... xvi, 187 
when demand and refusal to be proved. Long 
LB. Bv. Verree. . oo. 00cccecsccccces xvi, 56 
agreement to — by method of determining 
disputed wah. Brown v. Shaw...... xv, 288 
agreement 4 ship during particular months. 
eg | re ee ee xiv, 199 
waiver by seller of right to enforce by assent 
to objection of buyer. Levy v. Burgess, xiv, 38 
when demand of payment is not necessary 
before suit. Locklin v. Moore..... ... xi, 241 
buyer's option ; time for performance. Petro- 
leum Co. v. Cunningham na oun a aR Sein anee xi, 191 
contract rescindable where note of insolvent 
was taken for goods, both parties ignorant 
of insolvency. Roberts v. Fisher...... vii, 367 
purchaser rescinding cannot recover back 
credit given seller on prior debt as wire | 
paid, Degraw v. Elmore............-. vii, 314 
action by vendor to recover goods from third 
person on election to avoid sale. Kinne 
Tc PEs 045s.+6.5440008 rasan atanaer vii, 
purchaser violating agreement to execute con- 
temporaneous bill of sale, not entitled to 
recover property. Myers v. Hausman ..ii, 48 


terminating contract by rejection of goods. 
Bailliere v. Foster........... Jone enema 
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Sale — continued. PAGE. | Sale — continued. PAGE, 
duty of vendee desirin rescind, to —— proper mode of tender of ponderous 06 3 
goods. Pomroy v. Shaw.............- ayden v. De Mets........... ..se.0s- ix, 126 
what amounts to leadiatiea. Schultz v. Brad. full | nowledge of facts essential to waiver. 
MT Kabenddannd sah snnsesacecasece so cag iii, 391 Newberry v. Furnival................ 
defects’ in goods ; duty of purchaser to ex- whether title had passed in wagon built on 
amine promptly. Stewart v. Gibbs...... i, 102 laintiff's order. Powers v. Barber ....vii, 170 


a oy to accept on ground that vessel bring- 
ing is not that named in contract. 
Benith v. Pettee ....cccccc -ccccccccece xv, 471 
refusal to. accept on another ground than that 
set up in defense to action. Newbury > 
Oe 605. cs scccercccsseccccesecess 
defects ; effect of acceptance in barring pnd 
for. Gaylord Manuf’g Co. v. Allen..... ix, 140 
when acceptance is not conclusive. Dutchess 
Co. v. Harding...........- ... Keneanes > 
when acceptance is not conclusive. 
Frost. ....... dtncrrescnccces erences ...v, 154 
of goods ; seller’s rights, etc. 
action as for delivery where vendee has re- 
fused to take machine sold him. Butler v. 
WN 6 oss nhs teeceeeseaccnasceenaed xx, 133 
rights of seller on failure of buyer to = 
form. Mason v. Decker............. i, 374 
selling rejected goods; rule as to time sliswed” 
EE We, UD 060.0.6660<04. ccvcasecee xv, 471 
wunthease not bound to send back rejected 
Grimoldby v. Wells . . xii, 157 
refusal to accept ; discretion of vendor selling 
on vendee’s account as to place of sale ; 
ee ee 
olding s on falling market r refu 
to accept. Tilt v. LaSalle 8. M. Co....vii, 412 


delivery ; passing of title. 
when completed ; acts to be done by seller. 


a v. . Winooski og oe naoaeed ——— 56 

retention of possession by vendor. mour 

v. O’Reefe. ......... ; otesensasees ‘Sa, 177 

sale in mass; separation. Hurff v. Hires 
(with notes) Mineshh bah ebebhaneked .. xix, 186 

sale of ‘‘about” a specified quantity. Kel- 
logg v. Norman...........s+0+0+ «++ xvii, 474 


delivery necessary to passing of title as 
— creditors. Dempsey v. Gardner,xx, 457 
delivery of tobacco to be taken to depot free 
of charge; selling part refused by wig 
Phelps v. Hubba bard Lianedbetene 
what amounts to delivery of goods gina dslvery 
of labels. Garfield v. Paris (in full) xvii, 467 
title passed by shipment. Higgins v. Murra r 
x 
delivery to gee: acceptance. Wilcox 8. 
BP. Co. V. Greet... cccccccsccccccce: xvii, 254 
sale of corn toon larger quantit in bulk ; 
when title passes. Hires v. Hurf (with 
i i 0.0 4460-066500666.4600000 06004 xvi, 110 
question of conversion involving sale and 
delivery of petroleum stored in tanks. 
Hutchinson v. Commonwealth (with notes), 
xv, 
uestion whether sale of logs was in presenti. 
Visenew v. tet....07. edo a ahaa xv, 358 
| wrong address on goods ; burden of 
Garretson v. Selby (with notes), xiii, 441 
eke property passes in goods shipped, price 
cash against bill of lading and earnest- 
money paid. Ogg v. Shuter...... pees xi, 350 
bill of sale not necessary to pass title, as be- 
tween parties, Scranton v. Coe........ xi, 95 
rule as to passing of title discussed. —_ 
Cotton Cases... .......escccceeeeeeeees xi, 382 
passing of title where something remains to 
be done. Graff v. Fitch (with notes) ...ix, 269 
hauling goods to place specified, does not 
necessarily defer passing of title. Dyer v. 
BABDG cccccccccccccocsss cccccccccceccclity SOO 





title of purchaser to property purchased un- 
der agreement to convey to third person. 
GP W. FE BOs ccc cccccccecnceceess vii, 124 
sale of whisky to be delivered in bond ; 
whether title By deli Fay v. Smith.. vii, 11 
ae hy title by delivery to carrier. Bailey 
Bie Mes, Mahe scntensoneiensasses che vi, 404 
“an ‘delivery to railroad com ny is mt 
delivery to buyer. Everett v. ae... vi, 116 
receipt and acceptance. Stone v. Browning, viii, 56 
title does not pass where inspection remains 
to be made, Stephens v. Santee.... ..vi, 386 
sale of sugar; “ s at risk of seller for 
two mont urance; when property 
passes. awa v. Kitching anhahee a vi, 290 
cloths purchased in process of manufacture 
and left to be finished. Hall v. Gaylor..v, 351 
transfer of property by shipment in usual 
og f title ~ be Gage li ded. 
ing of title thou, elivery suspen 
Porticlsy Matter of _ inns phone “4 269 
effect of delivery to carrier. Grimes v. 7 


SN a hada cadinha aX med. be atk eed iv, 268 
delivery to carrier for ware. Everett v. 
OR Ee rrr vy, 


drawing order on som | of grain from cargo 
in warehouse. Russell v. ety iii, 191 
contract for number of bushels of corn ; pass- 
ing of title. Ormsbee v. Macher ...... iii, 340 
what amounts to delivery of railroad car. 
sewage — peecsnscentcess seeses iii, 33 
evidence of delivery of goods. . 
Boston & L. R. R - hish nubian aa hetce . hii, 235 
delivery of goods in store-house. Chase v. 


EEE errr ii, 874 
symbolical delivery of logs. Bethel Mills Co. 
Wa BOs 5 a. 6 o.ncnaccscd ccccsscoaene. oc 
questions of time and place of delivery of 
cattle. Smith v. Gillett................ ii, 115 
Colvin v. Weedman............ ii, 115 
retention of goods by vendor as vendee’s 
bailee, Janvrin v. Maxwell............ i, 44 
vendor's lien 
special ion under agreement to continue till 
payment. Gregory v. Morris........ xviii, 97 
right to retake pai A on dishonor of check 


given in payment. Hodgson v. Barrett, xviii, 36 
constructive delivery. Grice v. Richardson, 

. xvii, 192 
when lien passes to assignee ; dock ee 

Imp. Bank v. Pa meg Dock Co . , 518 
reclaiming chattels not paid for on delivery 

Williamson v. N. J. 8. R. R......... , 514 
right of vendor to insolvent to reclaim poe 

naldson v. Farwell..... ae. behnaseda Xv, 235 
vendor’s lien against purchasers from first 

vendee, Vaughn v. Hopsor(with notes), x, 295 
action for balance of purchase-money, for 
. which third person’s note had been given; 


effect of payment of note after suit brought. 

A rr rerre ix, 372 
special mode of payment not waived by deliv- 

ery of goods mith v. Milliken ..... viii, 27 


payment — immediately unless otherwise 
Stipulated. Brehen v. O'Donnell asa’ iv, 803 
insolvency of vendee. Milliken v. Warren, ii, 198 

measure of damages for non-delivery ; see also, 


68. 
ca for — of contract of sale. 
eae e cor Bdocntil elder.........++++.XX, 487 
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; Sale— continued. PAGE, 


rule of damages for failure to furnish ma- 
chine. Eureka M. Co. v. Windsor M. Co., 
Xx, 354 
market price, how shown. Harrison v. Glover, 
xvii, 
measure of + we. for non-delivery of pork. 
Sievers v. North........ ....sse00 ¢..Xv, 332 
true and simulated market price distin- 
guished, Kountz v. Kirkpatrick (with 
I 0:9 0:00 009d 0065090. 40<p0n00 die KO vii, 86 
sales by agent ; see also, agency; factors, ete. 
agent to sell horse not authorized to caaes. 
Cooley v. Perrine (with notes).......... , 402 
action unknown by principal for fraud in po 
toagent. Ind., etc., R. R. v. Tyng....xiii, 100 
action for goods sold defendant’s Son ; evi- 
dence of implied request. Green v. tl 
CG ns covrumsevedeaatas <siiedesadedhd 28 
who is an agent ‘‘intrusted with ‘the possession 
of goods” under English factors’ acts. Cole 
v. North-western Bank ..............2- xi, 13 
remedy of seller against agent receiving goods 
and neglecting to pay over price. Bernhard 
eR re er rere ee ix, 341 
frauulent representations of agent to princi- 
pal with knowledge of other party. Taylor 


ip Ns 6n Be ctuans saedmind +a keene viii, 349 
bill of sale not conclusive as to real purchaser. 
McArthur v. Soule.......ce..sseceess viii, 28 


sale of goods by agent below price at which 
directed to hold them. Hinds v. Smith, vi, 389 
principal chargeable with fraud of selling 
agent. Durst v. Burton.......... vi, 125 
power of agent for sale of promissory note 
to warrant it as good. Losee v. Williams, v, 383 
relation of del credere agent to principal. 


RGTES F. DIED 6:04 0506060060: 4000thod v, 138 
election of plaintiff between principal and 
agent. Calder v. Dobell .... ......... iv, 203 


sales without disclosing principal ; payment 
oe _ — giving up his own check. Waub 
rerrrre TT err errr Tt --iv, 144 
making buyer’s general agent seller's agent to 
receive payment, Willard v. Buckingham, 
iv, 110 
action to recover back money paid agent not 
authorized to sell. Baker v. Spencer...iii, 309 
question whether principal released by delay 
of seller to collect from agent making con- 
tract. Stopp v.Spurlin................ iii, 216 
concealment of facts from principal; knowl- 
edge of third party dealing with agent. 


THOETS V, TAF ME. 00.0008 6006006: 06000008 i, 140 
fraud and mistake ; false representations ; see 
also, fraud. 


declarations of seller after sale as to fraud 
- admissible against buyer’s title. Benson 
ME cncndssssecsangus bneseenceus xx, 475 
liability of seller for misstatements as to 
value, though believed by him. Bower v. 
NN 6k) Mabiinedh nae ches ota eee Mee xx, 415 
fraudulent artifices. Croyle v. Moses....xx, 353 
rights under Georgia act of bona fide pur- 
chaser of cotton not fully paid for by seller. 
Conner v. Cunningham.............. «a, 
annulling sale for fraud of vendee; going 
into bankruptcy immediately after pur- 
chase. Mulliken v. Miller(with notes), xix, 406 
second sale of same goods to another person ; 
effect of possession. Crawford v. Forristall. 
xix, 98 
purchase in good faith from vendee obtaining 
goods by representing himself as another 
person. Rony =| v. Lindsay (with notes), 
SUS A TD ng 0h. 0:05:05 000.5000004 xviii, 53 
false re resentations ; ; what amounts to. 
Sch i. rere eee eXVii, 387 





Sale — continued. PAGE. 
rescission on ted of fraud. Williamson 
¥, Nod, B. BB, Bioccc cc coeseccecsclsan’ xvi, 


misrepresentation as to title in patent-right 
sold ; when adefense. Krumbhaar v. Birch, 
xvi, 35 
bona fide purchase of goods sent to seller ob- 
taining them by falsely pretending to be 
another person. Lindsay v. Bundy....xv, 457 
rights of attaching creditor of vendee obtain- 
ing goods fraudulently. Clark v, Culp, xv, 373 
title to shipped goods not pussed till draft paid. 
Millar v. Savings Association ......... xv, 312 
giving post-dated checks for goods purchased 
not necessarily fraud. Herts v. Stewart, 


xiv, 284 
right of owner to repudiate fraudulent deliv- 
ery of goods. Taylor v. Bowes...... xiii, 418 


selling infected cattle. Smith v. Green, xiii, 381 
collusion in making sale where another has 
agreed to make loss good. Fisherv.Saylor, _ 
xiii, 
ae * i purchaser ; fraud. Barnard v. Camp- 


indicia of fraud on sale of goods. May v. 
WEEE 65 06:00 ss noan cian tonitnind anit x, 217 

leaving goods in vendor’s hands not poumnny 
tive fraud. Mitchell v. West.......... 40 

reclaiming property fraudulently shiniual 
and sold tothird person. Barnard v. ae 


goods sent by mistake ; indorsement of deliv. 
ery order by receiver on fraudulent ret 
by broker. Hiort v. Bott .............. 26 
— of scienter to right of action. ee 
IE 5 .0:n3:05 2405990 0beae aba ealD ix, 324 
question of liability between buyer and seller 
in case of fraud practiced on both by party 
receiving goods. McGoldrick v. Willits, viii, 362 
recovering goods fraudulently purchased and 
resold. Barnard v, Campbell.......... vii, 394 
rescission by purchaser for fraud; compensa- 
tion for improvements. Farris v. Ware, viii, 142 
vendor must elect as to remedy, on refusal of 
vendee to take property. Westfall v. Pea- 


CUE a0 0600000004 5.00006 000s8eiescbisen vii, 157 
mere silence not legal fraud. Howell v. Bid- 
lOcomMe ... ..ccrccccccccccce cvccccees vi, 116 


reclaiming goods fraudulently purchased; ad- 
mixture and loss of identity. Joslin v. 
CI 6.5, 00:6 554054 sw sn din in dpendees iv, 237 
duty of seller as to care of goods returned 
without cause by buyer. Purcell v. Jaycox, 
iii, 72 
mutual misunderstanding as to terms of con- 
tract. Fullerton v. Dalton.... ...... iii, 306 
rights of second vendee of vendor allowed to 
keep possession. Davis v. Bigler...... iii, 198 
agreement to pay for dry goods bought in 
nails; action for balance of price, Herrick 
v. SE cod cence cnc kies sane i, 494 
action for money paid for invention of at 
petual motion. Kendall v. Wilson......i, 201 
Salvage, 
connected topics: shipping and admiralty ; 
insurance (marine). 
underwriters liable for salvage services in case 
of Egyptian obelisk. Dixon v. Whitworth 
(TER: BADD. «05.660 dc0cecdncteccstenss xx, 222 
salvage for stranded man-of-war of foreign 
government. The Constitution........ xx, 159 
services in going out of course to bring aid. 
ee Rr re -xviii, 188 


services by putting hands on board vessel in- 

fected with yellow fever. The Skibladner, 
xviii, 37 

owners not liable for mere saving of life. 

Sarpedon Cargo........... xviii, 37; xvii, 
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Salvage — continued. PAGE. 
life salvage under English act. Schiller, 

CIDE cc cscesescdccecescecsccecees xvi, 121 

~ uitable agreement for, not enforcable. 
DE ns rcccccvccseccosccsceses xv, 318 
a... of vessel not allowed to complete ser- 

vice. The Maude...................- xv, 

seaman escaping from wreck in boat not en- 

titled. Price v. Sears ................ xv, 273 

inequitable agreement for excessive amount 

not enforceable. The Medina ....... xiv, 199 

Farragut prize-money case. United States v. 

NED 6. Chanda Raiacdnds b0scrisesss xi, 

ambiguous signals. The Racer (with notes), x, 181 
— a persons belonging to ship in 

nglish act. The Cairo.......... , 105 
Me any by negligent navigation of ativan 

vessel. The C.S. Butler............. -x, 104 

salvage cases ; practice ; consolidation of suits. 

The Rasche ; PThe Melpomene We teeeeas ix, 128 

gay services within scope of contract. 

The Aeolus .. .......+.+++2+sseeee:: viii, 155 

-_ iven where salvor contributed to accident; 
0 may claim salvage. The Glengaber,vii, 13 
outintin remaining after abandonment of ves- 

gel. The Le Jonet .... 20.06. cccce cee vii, 14 

salvage by vessel ——e to same owner ; 

claim against cargo. The Miranda..... vi, 406 

salvor by contract. The Marquette...... vi, 292 
when ships belong to same owners. The 

TG, omits ne Ashe Sete kobe ae ee tere iv, 78 
filing libel in name of master disclaiming. 

SRO DOMME 6..cvevcccesesscscccvise iii, 287 

non-prosecution of claim by one salvor not 
available to increase amount given another. 

The Blackwall. . ........ccccescscccees iii, 287 

lien of salvor not applicable to personal bag- 
gene ; suits of rival salvors; life salvage 
rom foreign vessel under English act. The 

MPR cidcds. stesbenkedessancéecds ces 28 

question of amount. The Glenduron; The 

CRORE. ocrccccccccdccccscserecsvceed iii, 433 

towing city fire engines to burning vessel. 

The Blackwall... .........ceeeeeeeeees iii, 287 
hts ae owning salvor vessel, The 
PAGE WAL . .ccccccces covccccccccosees iii, 287 

salvage on navigable rivers. Huber v. Seven 
MIB. cc ccevecesscsesecesneseses bees 55 
right of charterer to salvage; consolidation 

of suits, The Scout.................. vi, 262 

lien on government property saved The 

BOWED 5 oo veccccccccseccessccccssctoces iii, 287 

liability of pepuenet property. United 

States v. Douglas ........ccccccccccces i, 361 

services by sailing vessel; apportionment. 

The Palmg7e...ccc ccccesccccccccsess v, 158 

employment by master of attorney as proctor 

for absent seaman in salvage suit. Harring- 

ton v. Huntley .. ............. er 

Sehocks banks ; see banks. 
connected topics: charities ; office and off 
cers ; constitutional law, etc. 
lease of public school-house for private pur- 
poses unlawful. Weir v. Day........ xx, 413 
temporary use of school-house for religious 
worship lawful in Illinois, Nichols v. School 

DED «chase heensd sk ehteddeceeenes xx, 495 

liability of trustees of union school districts 

(N.Y.) to teacher for defect in floor of school- 

house. Bassett v. Fish............... xix, 160 

use of school building for religious exercises. 

Dorton v. Hearn .........sccccccccees xix, 7 

right of school teacher to chastize pupil. State 

v. Mizner (with notes) ............ «.. xix, 307 

Morrow v. Wo0d........ccccscccsccees xi, 47 

powers of teacher of public school ; me 

pupil. State v. Burton.............. xviii, 438 


use of school-house for religious worship ; 


power of electors, Davis v. Boget....xix, 243 





Schools — continued. PAGE, 


— < of pe to elect studies. People v. 
Labededdeesweadbeaeemeognet 7. 815 

private ponds by members of board of 

education as to their official action, void. 


McCortle v. Bates..........22 wesceee xvi, 153 
validity of bequest to district board of school 
directors. Maynard’s Will........... xv, 499 
relations of New York board of education to 
city. People v. Tappen........ -Xiv, 426 
power of trustees to hire teacher beyond offi- 
cialterm. (N.Y.) Wait v. Ray...... xiv, 312 


school on salary not attachable in Ken- 
tucky. Clark v. Lee’s Assignee (in full), xii, 394 
right of parent to select child's studies. Mer. 
son v. Wood (remarked on)........... xii, 162 
liability of school trustees in trespass for levy 
under invalid tax. Jewell v Steenbergh, xi, 336 
right of orphan asylum to share of school 
moneys. (N.Y.) People v. Glooracke, ix, 158 
irregular orders of school commissioners not 
impeachable in collateral action. (N. Y.) 
Rawson v. Van Riper ..... .......... viii, 351 
liability of district for expenses of trustec in 
defending title to office. People v. Drake, 
viii, il 
action by teacher for wages ; qualifications in 
question; effect of school commissioner’s 
certificate. Gillis v. Spence .......... vii, 156 
no legal contract to employ teacher where 
whole board did not act. Backer v. = 
GU adagheseksipavd dhestbeethe s0es5es 139 
decision of school trustees as to liability a 
laintiff to assessment not conclusive. = 
-) Palmer v. Lawrence... ..........- v, 383 
appeal to county judge from district eitigy 4 
(N. ¥.) People v. Hatch.............-. 45 
averments in action against school nition 
Schuler v. Moyers... .....0c.ccescee- iv, 316 
action by trustees of school districts; question 
of name. Winchester v. McKee .. ..iv. 138 
power of school] directors to bind district. 
Manning v. Van Buren............. . iii, 15% 
school trustee forbidden to contract with 
board. Pickett v. School District ... .. ii, 216 
illegality of New York act of 1868, providing 
for loan of school funds to observatory. 
People v. Allen... ........ «++. «+++. ii, 69 
action for school tax paid to wrong district. 
Rapids v. Clinton ........ 
conveyance to school trustees "good without 
naming them. Swan v. Brotyman...... i, 99 


Scrip; see negotiable instruments. 
Sea; see navigable waters. 
Seal, connected topics : deeds ; bonds ; alteration 


of instruments ; receipts and releases ; 
parol contracts and evidence ; 3 agency. 
scrawl seals; sealed notes only negotiable by 
by force of statute. Osborn v. _—— a 
validity of sealed agreement though queria. 
ing for termination at option of one party. 
Storm v. United States................ xv, 180 
action against principal on agent’s sealed con- 
tract. Briggs v. Partridge, xiii, 430; (in 
ED occ cane c\nnneviscd cen buceeexers xvi, 98 
contract under seal; prevention of perform- 
ance by covenantee ; executed rescission. 
Jenks v. Robertson ..........-.seeee- xii, 57 
note with scroll and word “ seal” appended not 
a sealed instrument. Blackwe v. Hamil- 
OEE. ic tdcdsa lL beans eieereebeahensind vi, 188 
defeasance of assignment by memorandum 
executed so = pred but not — 


Parks v. Comstock...... .ssceseeceees i, 413 
inquiring into consideration. | (Iowa.) wil 
Hama V. Haynes. ......6.c00 cocccce .. iii, 191 


sealed instruments executed in another ideas 
subject to Wisconsin act as to defenses al- 
lowed. Williams v. Haines............. i, 298 


Py 
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Seduction, PAGE. 


connected topics: parent and child; mar- 


riage. 

action maintainable by father for seduction 
of daughter living out; rule of damages. 
Blagge v Ilsley xx, 317 

offense under Illinois act as to enticing away 
. for —— of prostitution. Slocum v. 
People 

action ‘oy widow for seduction of minor daugh- 
ter. Furman v. Van Size (in full and with 
notes) 
Gray v. Durland 

rule of damages. 

action by father’s administrator for seduc- 
tion of daughter. Noice v. Brown.. .xvii, 

arrest of defendant in action for seduction of 
daughter not allowed by Wisconsin act. 
Wagner v. Lathers (with notes) 

services at time of seduction must be shown. 
Hedges v. Tagg vi 

enticing daughter to leave father’s house for 
innocent purpose, Lyon v. Thomas... .ii, 

evidence; election of courts. People v. Clark, 

xiii, 

under promise of marriage. 

seduction under promise of marriage; evi- 
dence ; corroboration. (N. Y.) Armstrong 


prosecution for seduction under promise of 
marriage; New York act. Boyce v. People, 
x, 


Self-defense ; see assault ; homicide. 
Sentence ; see also, criminal law; escape; pardon, 


time of expiration of imprisonment for one 
calendar month. Migotti v. Colville (with 
notes), xx, 2, (im full)... 

failure to designate successive periods of im- 
prisonment not fatal to sentence. Misir v. 
McMillan 

time of imprisonment; power of court as to 
altering date of commencement. Bell, ex 
parte 

commutation of sentence valid though not ac- 
cepted by criminal. Victor, Matter of (re- 
marked on), xvii, 399; (in full) 

revision of sentence. Brown v. Rice 

cumulative sentences. Joyce, re 


McCormick’s Petition, 

iii, 174; i, 

case of escaped prisoner taken and remanded 
after expiration of original term of sen- 
tence. People v. Haggerty (remarked on), v, 


Service ; see writ and process, 
Services ; see labor and services ; wages ; brokers; 


lien, ete. 


connected topics : counter-claim; damages; 
bankruptcy, ete. 
outlawed note not available in set-off. De 
Lavalette v. Wendt ix, 95 
set off as against assignee of judgment, of 
claim against assignor. Avery v. Russell, 
xix, 96 
set-off against executor (N, Y.); law at = 
mencement of action governs. Jo 
Shoe, etc., N. Bank (in full) iii , 811 
set-off a part of remedy and governed by law 
of place where action brought. Second N. 
Bank v. Hemingway (with notes) xvii, 378 
validity of act allowing set-off in particular 
case, after judgment. Blount v, Windley, 
xvi, 455 
what are not mutual debts. Vason v. Beal.xv, 165 
setting off money paid -—“~ illegal purchase 
against debt to seller. thke v. Brew- 
ing Co xiii, 183 





Set-off — continued. PAGE. 
7 against receiver of estate. Singerly v. 
‘ox 
of debts where all parties to both not the 
same, Gray v. Rollo... x, 93 
set-off against judgment of demand not in 
judgment. Bogbaum v. Parker 61 
liability to surety on bail bond for voluntary 
discharge of prisoner. Corine v. Walter..x, 12 
set-off pending Base (N. Y.) Pierce we 
Tuttle vi, 111 


dah nod set off old debt in action on a 

ment providing another mode for discharg- 

ing it. Gutchess v. Daniels , 182 
raising matter of former set-off in another 

action. Baker v. Stinchfield.... .. -ii, 461 
oe claims. Smith v. Wash. "Gas 


recoupment in action on note of damages ‘for 
breach of agreement in consideration of 
which note is given. Hill v. Southwick, i, 418 
Sheep ; see dogs; animals. 
Sheriffs and constables, ; 
connected topics: attachment; writ and pro- 
cess ; judicial sale; escape ; execution ; 
false imprisonment; assault; powers and 
duties; in general. 
agreement to perform services as sheriff for 
gross sum in lieu of fees, void. Gilman v. 
Des Moines R. R. (remarked on) 
right of constable to enter where disturbance 
of the Epeses is going on. Commonwealth 


ix, 68 

oe on Officer ; proof of official character. 

Wakefield v. Fairman i, 202 
see also, assault. 

sheriff not liable for assault by escaped pris- 
oner. Hullinger v. Worrell xv, 

action by officer for taking attached property; 
requisites of return; parol evidence -” 
vary. Sandford v. Pond 

action by officer for trespass on atiached 
property; officer’s liability to parties — 
appear. Sanford v. Pond. ikedbataupod 

duty of officer to remove attached goods - 
against owner. Williams v. Powell...iii, 236 

effect of bankruptcy of debtor on obligations 
of receiptor. Parks v. Sheldon v, 367 

validity of creditor’s verbal = mise to in- 
demnify officer. Mayes v. Joseph.. —_ 35 

action on agreement to indemnify. 
Hemingway 

liability of deputy to sheriff for wrongful act. 
Walter v. Middleton xv, 274 

notice of sheriff's sales. (N. Y.) Poole v. 
Snedeker v, 288 

money collected. 

demand on sheriff for moneys collected not 
necessary. Wilson v. Kerr ix, 158 

money in sheriffs hands; conflicting claims. 
Mills v. Davis 94 

liability of officer for money collected on ir- 
regular execution. James v. Gurley...vi, 288 

duty of sheriff as to money collected; levy- 
ing thereon on execution — plaintiff. 
Baker v. Kenworthy 

actions against officers; defenses. 

fraudulent transfer ; right of sheriff sued by 
transferree to attack ; effect of Som ery to 
which sheriff was not party. ymond v. 
Richmond 

action for refusal to levy , recitals of return. 
Smith v. Burnham xix, 318 

replevy of house as chattel; officer protected 
ooo = in fact ‘on bs realty. ene” v. 
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Sheriffs and constables — continued. 
revival of suit; New York act of limitation 

as to actions against sheriffs. Evans v. 
Cleveland 
order fixing amount of sheriff's fees not ap- 
5 yee (N. ¥.) German Am. Bank v. 
hopheedll a4 naccee-s lab ++ -XViii, 

action against eieritt taking wife’s property 

in replevin suit against husband. Otis v. 
WERERS cccscccccvcccccege ecviceseceEUl, 
wrongful seizures ; effect of judgment against 
constable on remedy against sureties. Uni- 
ted States v. Hine............ weeeeees xv, 
arresting wrong person with same name of 
person liable. O'Shaughnessy v. Baxter, xv, 
— process a protection to officer. Hal- 
We NN . os vecccestced cesecase xv, 
action barred by judgment in action by as- 
signee in bankruptcy. Tucker v, O’Brien, 


PAGE, 


, 512 


198 


102 


518 
123 
834 


xv, 165 


sheriff justified in releasing by order of court 
valid on face. Pinckney v. Hegeman, viii, 
sheriff only protected by process in taking 
from possession of defendant named. Bul- 
lis v. Montgomery...........+.eeeee0 vii, 
necessity of notice, etc., to sheriff of goods 
claimed. King v. Galvin............ vii, 
when irregular judgment protects officer. 
Hill v. Haynes ix, 
protection of officer by affidavits to obtain 
process, though unfounded. Miller v. 
Adams 
action not maintainable by constable to re- 
cover possession of article levied on —_ 
void process Rue v. Perr, 
liability of sheriff on failure of bail taken by 
him to justify; surrender. McKenzie at 
Smith 
release by sheriff of goods py cated ; 
action for not levying and for false return. 


eee eee eee ee eee eee 


eee ee eee eee ee ee 


410 


348 
170 
276 


41 


, 436 


Stimson v. Farnham................... v, 804 


action for non-return of execution. 
ley v. Tucker. ........-++ ..+s0+ senses 
action for breach of constable’s bond; defen’ 
ses. Tracy v. Merrill...... 
liability for failure to levy. State v. Willis, 
iii, 
action oten sheriff for neglect; defense of 
knowl —y + consent of plaintiffs, etc. 
State v. Dougherty................00.. iii, 
wrongful levies; estoppel of debtor; plead- 
ing. State v. Hamilton.......... .... ii, 
trespass in seizing companion of escaping 
debtor. Leach v. Francis............... 7. 
is jud 7" and execution in defense. 
Dennis v. nacele 
sheriff's p+ ng 
allowing amendment of return without notice. 
Rickards v. d 
return of property in hands of third person as 
not found ; justifying return; evidence of 
value. Ho! man v. Conner xix, 
false return of nulla bona. Dennis v. Whet- 


ee 


eee ee ee 


ee ee 


sheriff's certificate of sale evidence of what 
facts. Overing v. Foote............... 
sheriff's return conclusive against sureties. 
Bagot ¥. State. ...cccccccsccce cccccces iv, 
return conclusive as to facts recited. Frasier 
O00 secccccecses iii, 


“ay of de ~ ‘acto officer for acts of deputy. 

rague v. Brown 

acta > contest sheriff for neglect of deputy to 
sell on execution. Smith v. Smith. ...vii, 

liability for neglect of deputy not discharged 
by consent to postpone re against 
sheriff, McKinley v. Tucker. . - iii, 


416 


138 


156 
106 
178 


454 


415 





Sheriffs and constables — continued. 
a for trespass by self or deputies. 
Hirsch v. Rand.... .....2e-++ eee-ces iii, 
action for money collected by under-sheriff 
after death of sheriff. (N. Y.) Newman v. 
BOOGWIER, oc cc ccescccccccccccccccsss 
liability of de uty sheriff in New York. 
Cumming v. Brown .........-+++e+e+: > 
sale of property; disposition of surplus; ne; 
li ad deputy. Stimpson v. Pierce, 
hee She led less sal 
ah ‘entit to poundage unless sale 
oo v. Morris 


sheri 
made, (N. Y.) Germ. Am. 
R. Coal Co 


xi, 
extra fees charged by sheriff for service. 
Croker v. Supervisors....... ....+++++- 
sheriff's charges (N. Y.); bill cut down. 
UI Wy MINI oo ccc cccccosccccaqssde ix, 


Shipping and admiralty, 
I. in general; jurisdiction ; lien laws; master 
and owners, ete. 
II ens bills of lading; carriage of 


goods. 
IIL passengers and baggage. 
IV. collision; negligence, tug-boats. 
connected topics: navigable waters ; canals; 
pilots; wharves; insurance (marine); gen- 
eral average ; ’ salvage ; carriers ; negli- 
gence, etc. 
I. in general; jurisdiction; lien laws; master and 
owners, etc. 
suit in rem nst vessel of foreign sover- 
eign. The Charkiche ii, 
territorial jurisdiction; ships; taxation of 
shi Morgan v. Parham 
taxation of vessels in New York ; situs of 
steamers building out of state and in use 
on Pacific coast. People v. Commrs, of 


ee eee eee ew eee 


rights of British subject against mail packet 


oe to foreign state. The 
ment 


—— aes under foreign contract ; 5 Ete 
iction of a York marine court. elly 
v. Lehigh Coa 
injury to vain in Spanish fort by English 
merchant vessel. The Moxham (with 
Sh 1640sd05.0s00eenbeenks 
rules as to vessels at sea applicable in Brit- 
ish channel. The Franconia. .... xv, 
question as to Jaw of which count should 
govern contract. The William Schmidt, 
iv, 
jurisdiction of State courts over causes of ac- 
tion arising on Lake Champlain. Dougan 
Wy GS BOE NG natin ccsccsecssacenans x, 
iurisdiction of state courts over action for 
negligence of steamer in Narragansett bay. 
Chace v. Am. St, Co............0000. iii, 
common-law remedy for breach of maritime 
contract. Baird v. Daly 
state act giving right of action against saat 
gent steamboats not an interference with 
admiralty jurisdiction. St. Co. v. Chase, 
viii, 
judgment in admiralty not a bar to common- 
law suit. Murphy v. Granger........ xiii, 
maritime lien on vessel does not extend to 
proceeds of insurance policy. The Pesh- 
 ciGhaccaeas aans.c alec us canunenay xx, 
jurisdiction of state insolvent court over 
vessel belonging to state. Kelly v. wer = 
(remarked on).............2- ssceees viii, 1 
state jurisdiction over marine torts. Sher- 
lock v. Alling (in full)... xv, 


ee 


sere e eeeeees 


PAGE. 


-iv, 127 


15 


41 


xi, 401 


ge (with remarks)............ xx, 282 


413 


46 


378 


) 
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Shipping 





and admiralty — continued. PAGE. 
injury to bridge over canal not a question for 
admiralty. Menasha v. Portage........ q 
marine insurance a maritime contract. N. 
Mar. Ins. Co. v. Dunham (in full). . .v, 288, 305 
capture of prize of war; English foreign en- 
istment act. The Gauntlet........ .---iv, 208 
maritime prize; inland waters............ iii, 456 
navigation of raft of logs not a maritime ser- 
vice. Raft of Cypress Logs (with notes), 
xiv, 


contract for part construction of vessel not a 
maritime contract. Thorsen v. Martin, vi, 369 

claim for labor on hull of vessel building, not 
cognizable in admiralty. Sheppard v. 
ass) 0.0 0chhesnsciemdgus ocmamgidaies v, 187 


—— in vessel follows keel. Coursin’s 
EET Te etme me xiv, 203 

sale of ship under foreign judgment. Cas- 
CORRS. BRN iss 6c. cccuseonenmedecened ii, 313 


ship sold to innocent purchaser not to be after- 
ward condemned for former piracy. 


We MCA OVREEY oo. occicicdcccccccesseces iv, 178 
ments of seamen under federal acts. 
United States v. Brig il .ee+ Xvii, 132 


actions and proceedings ; pract 
prosecution for neglect to ye lights. 
I: BO hn ans ene pxdseiots quaded xvii, 192 
charging offenses by steamboat master cgslast 
harbor regulations. Commissioners v. 
IONS sich ddcib0- vse 0606 neneier ge) sined vii, 345 
action ayainst ship cutting | aloes h cable to 
extricate anchor. The Clara Killam... .ii, 258 
penal proceeding for false manifest. United 
States v. The Queen............... eseeedi, 78 
undivided interest in vessel not liable to pro- 
ceedings in rem. Manhattan Ins, Co. v. 
The Beeed. .....ccccccccasses xvi, 
liability of steamer sold pending libel, to final 
decree. The Rio Grande v. Otis..... ..xi, 800 
bill of exceptions in admiralty. St. Abbots: 
ford v. ae. $eexe i Sancins sxcaeeel x, 
roceedings in admiralty against goat to) 
. mapaalien not nee vy district. kins v. 
Disintegrating Co.............. cocccceeX, 9 
form of entering appearance in admiralty. 
Atkins v. Disintegrating Co............ x, 93 
appeals to circuit court and supreme court. 
The BID. 0 065504005. s000c0nnseecnans x, 312 
liens under state and federal laws; in general, 
maritime lien doos not extend to insurance on 
vessel. The Peshtigo................ xx, 378 
materials furnished by firm to vessel owned 
by some of the partners. The Benton —- 
SOI 06.5555 0dikae ces kincsidsacnnges vii, 98 
canal boat a vessel ; ‘lien not a 4 by Per 
sonal judgment "and execu 
King v. Greenway...... eoes ae 154 
rights of materialmen against ship ) in hands 
of subsequent purchaser. The Aneroid, . 121 
when maritime lien not extinguished b 
taking note. State v. The Napoleon.. e4 411 
enforcing maritime liens; effect of delay. 
br, Soe St. Key City........ .ce..00. 
priority between mortgage of vessel for Welt 
chase-money and lien for repairs, etc. Wolf 
Wa WONT TE noc cccconteninssnneescux vi, 422 
priority of claim for necessaries to master’s 
lien. The Jenny Lind....... erry 


priority of claims ; master, ship’s g - 
nishing necessaries and. shipwrig’ The 
PUI, 60s. 0s 060s0s sncenad scoccene¥, 9 
master’s lien for wages. Mcintyre v. The 
BORD: 06.005 0.08060 04jn 0405608 oocsseeii, 258 
‘rights of master in enforein claim to wages 
as against mortgagee. ms v. Wyom- 
Lididins t0dhdns p Abbe aed dae Me ees Oe xx, 257 


lien for repairs of canal boat as against mort 
gagee. Scott v. Delahunt......... 


eoeeeV, 154 


Shipping and admiralty — continued. 





PAGE. 
foreign laws ; chattel mortgage made on ves- 
sel in another state. Watson v. —— 
Eero errr Er er Cer arr ee iii, 808 
mortgage of share in ship; right of mort. 
gagee to arrest ship. The Maxima. .xviii, 378 
lien for repairs under state laws a to 
prior mortgage. Brown v. The W. T. 
GIT i 6.0 6:66 9:465:05.5 00 0005s s0pneneg en's xiv, 408 
state acts as to mortgages of vessels inopera- 
tive against mortgage duly recorded under 


act of congress. Aldrich v. Etna Co.... i, 459 
filing of mortgage on boat. (N. Y.) Best v. 
Bales. ...ccc.cccccescccccccccees ooebhy 
state lien laws. 
New York lien laws; constitutionality ; con- 
struction. King v. Greenway........ xvii, 154 
lien of materialmen under state laws. The 
E. M. Stevens, 76.....-.0-0200 cececes xv, 67 


effect of bankruptcy on proceedings under 
state act on claim for repairs. Norton v. 
NN as cc nrkd dhbehensacwsne cose 

—= laws giving maritime liens. 


v. Lansing...........seeeeeees. -xi, 
enforcing lien ven ner — statute in federal 
court. v. Heartt..........0.000- xi, 
lien law of New kon’ Edwards v. Elliott, 
x, 361, 899 
ba oy A of state liens on vessels building. 
aggie Cain v. Shakspeare (with notes), P 
ix, 
jurisdiction of New York superior court. 
Delaney v. Brett ...........seee0 eee viii, 9 
lien for building vessel under state law en- 
forceable in state court. Linton v. The Rob- 
x... (WTI ROMMED. 0 0.0 scccscesesicesseees vi, 
dity of New York act of 1862 for collec. 
tion of demands against vessels. Sheppard 
Ci MOOG scccstind, s4eabns050s00peedrets v, 187 
state acts for collection of claims against = 
sels. Brookman v. Hammill ......... iv, 118 
state lien laws. Foster v. The Busteed... .iii, 188 
question of validity of New York act of 1863 
as to demands oe vessels. pene 
Re rer ree rer ji, 854 
supplies, etc., furnished in home 
authority ‘ot captain to pled, credit of owner 
at home port. Pentz v. Clark (with notes), 
xii, 
no maritime lien for supplies, etc., at home 
port. The General Smith (with notes), xii, 828 
lien for necessaries ; history of twelfth rule 
in admiralty. Wickes v. The =a 


Oh FI hk i cancesnasesseccsees eoeedhen vi, 401 
see also, The Albany ... opaisioainn base xv, 67 
The Lotawana....... wiseonee xii, 384 
Rood v, Heartt ........ .... .-xi, 399 


owners and master ; liabilities ; authority. 
arrest of vessel by master terminates his em- 
ployment at owner’s option. Budge v. ae, 


ship’s husband has no gues entutte to 
cancel charter-party. Thomas v. Lewis, xix, 801 
power of ship’s hus and to pledge freight ; 
lien for advances, etc. Beynon v. - den, D oss 
owners liable in solido for debts of aa 
Robinson v. oe PRONE pasecies Paso 295 
liability of man owner for negligence 
of captain trading Ledepentuadiy under his 


direction. Steel v. Lester ........... xvii, 851 
liability of ship-owner for negligence of mas- 
terandcrew. Omoa,etc., Co, v-Huntley xv 489 
—— of managing owner. Keay v. Fen- 
QE 6650005 0000a debris ikesenes xv, 318 
liability of general owners for master’s de- 
faults, Somes v, White.......... -++-XvV, 150 
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Shipping and admiralty — continued. PAGE, 
power of master to bind owner by contract for 
necessaries. Gunn v. Roberts (with — 
» 
power of part-owner or ship's husband t to bor. 
row for supplies. McCready v. Thorn, viii, 140 
action against steamboat owners on contract 
— with agents. Snelling v. Howard, viii, 73 
te not liable for repairs not ordered 
vy im —— ship registered in his name. 
cClellan NN vviark ec dae les cep os ald vii, 125 
owners not bound by im —- oe by 
master. Sterling v. Nevassa P --Vi, 421 
duties and powers of masters. Fox v. Fist iv, 111 
protest in foreign port by ship captain not & 
declaration provable against owner party to 
action. Atkins v. Elwell.............. iv, 95 
repairs in foreign port. The Lulu....... iii, 285 
question whether owner or charterer liable for 
negligence of crew. Bissell v. Torrey. .iii, 150 
suing master and owners jointly for labor and 


services. Rogan v.Gaminlo............ ii, 475 
—— of joint owners for repairs. Sheehan 
V. Dalrymple... 6cceccccccccccce ---li, 373 


bottomry bonds ; barrat 

bottomry bond ; iateness for delay in eoguines. 

The Sophia OE bas (sbbavas cdurtca 98 
hypothecating cargo; discharge of loan ‘by 

“utter loss.” Del. 8. Ins. Co. v. Gossler, xvii, 473 
bottomry bond; when unauthorized. Klein. 

wort v. Genoa C, M..............0005- xv, 312 
lien of master for * snecmaneaay | expenditure 

to save cargo. Hingston v. Wendt....xiv, 31 
bottomry bonds ; sneanee’s claim for wages. 

EMO MOUND. 6 cccc cr cians cscscccescsece ix, 127 
hypothecation by master in foreign port: 

priority of liens. Emily Souder v. Pritch- 

ard 


Rn Uhbe hs ens ce beacguel ccs ose 0hun ix, 65 
communication with owner of cargo; prospect 

of benefit, The Onward ............. viii, 171 
sale by master; whatis a necessity. Austra- 

lasian St. N. Co. v. Morse............. vii, 18 


hypothecation of freight; condition of en- 

/ see ment of bond. The Staffordshire. -vi, 340 
duty of master of stranded vessel to secure 

cargo. Home Ins. Co. v. Ocean Wave..vi, 407 
barratrous sale; rights of mortgagees of ves- 

sel against purchaser. Clark v. Wilson, v, 367 
legal definition of barratry. Atkinson v. Great 


- Ina. Co. (im fall). ......... oessdécees v, 252 

Germ. Ins, Co. v. Sherlock........... xiii, 233 
advances on ship’s account in foreign port. 

The Underwriter. .............iccereee iv, 284 


communication with owner; giving bills of 
exchange in addition to bond. The —— 
GMD 6 6.6 Sc wiédeceddsesevsdiccesssceds v, 208 
action by holder of hypothecated bills of jad. 
ing against ship-owner for non-delivery of 
oods. Laing v. Zeden................ iii, 154 
notice; insolvency of owner. The Panama, ii, 258 
sale from necessity ; hypothecation. Dunning 
v. Merchants’ BOO sual sthasecistabe ii, 192 
insurance on bottomry bond; constructive 
total loss. Bloomfield v. Southern Ins. Co.,ii, 92 
necessity for hypothecation. The Grapeshot, 
ii, 91 
IL. rere: ; bills of lading ; carriage of 


goods. 
chartering of vessels ; seaworthiness ; delay. 
duty of owner chartering vessel as to her 


condition. Work v. Leathers....... xviii, 396 
duty of owner in fitting up ship; seaworthi- 
ness. Lord v. G. N., etc., St. Co..... xvi, 302 
Stanton v. Richardson....... ...Vi, 369 
Kopitoff v. Wilson............ xiv, 31 


warranty of seaworthiness; attaches when. 
Cohn v. Davidson........... xvi, 304; xv, 415 


Shipping and 





— continued. PAGE. 
statement of ship’s classification in charter- 
party not a warranty. French v. Newgass 
xviii, 18 
a money for time saved in loading and 
ng. Laing v. Hollway...... xviii, 237 
queaiien of qualification of peng on by 
words recognizing custom as to oe 


Scrutton v. Childs.................... , 518 
clauses as to ceasing of charterer’s liability, 
French v. Gerber..............0-.04-: xv, 458 


warranty by ship-owner of time of arrival at 
particular port. Corkling v. Massey (with 
Md uc adecddcdeetesGiades viii, 245, 254 

question what included in clause allowing 


advances against freight. Williams v. 

North China Ins. Co... ...........000- xv, 187 
misrepresentation of carrier as to a 

of vessel. Douchy v. Silliman......... 13 


ship to be consigned to charterers’ agents “ > 
ward and outward.” Cross v. Payliano.iii, 17 
bills of lading ; exemptions, ete 
title to goods covered by bill of lading ; 
transfer of new bills of lading to — 


— Heiskell v. Farmers’ Bank...xx, 212 
— stowage; exemptions in bill ‘ot 
Hayn v. Culliford ........... , 179 


aque of bill of lading by broker of hie: - 
owners liable for negligent stowage. Hayn 
v. Calliford..... .2.:..2- xviii, 519; xix, 18 
rejecting exemption clause in receipt put in 
evidence by shipper. Merchants’ D. Tr. Co. 
De PI ack etic cccbessssevedol xviii, 274 
effect of clause exempting ship-owner from re- 
sponsibility for leakage. Thrift v. Youle,xvi, 439 
second bill of lading ; question of priority. 
Burkam v. The Farwell 
exemptions as to ‘‘ thieves,” “ barratry,” and 
‘‘damage which can be insured against.” 
Taylor v. Liverpool Steam Co,......... xi, 48 
conditions as to exemption from liability for 
negligence ; acts of servants. Gleadell v. 
IONS on ods deed y cocbecins bcsecguevs x, 332 
exception in bill of lading of loss by thieves, 
etc.; goods stolen on board ship. Taylor v. 
Liverpool, etc., St. Co. (in full).......... x, 220 
exemptions of liability for negligence in bill 
of lading ; negligence of stevedores. Zung 
W. HHOWIARG . 2.2 occcccccccccccccvecsices ix, 410 
effect of clause ‘‘ weight, value and contents 
unknown,” on previous representations as 
to contents. Lebeau v. Gen. Nav. Co.vii, 252 
use of steam, when required by bill of lading. 
Fraser v. Telegraph C. Co.....vii, 14; vi, 340 
dangers of the sea; stump in “Hudson river 
causing loss. Redpath v. Vaughan....vi, 224 
voyage abandoned; duty of owner of goods 
to surrender bill of lading before reclaim- 
ing goods. Shepard v. Heineken...... iii, 10 
loss Sf cargo after aslet by purchaser of bill 


of lading; question of liability. Castle v. 
PUG UNIG 6. veces csiiecss cdvevetice see ii, 55 

ss of boiler not a peril of navigation. 
he Mohawk... ..ccccccccscccccscccess i, 457 


exemption of neglects and defaults in marine 
bill. Guillaume v. Hamburg& A. R. R.i, 396 
delay, ete. ; vis major. 
loading ‘contract excused by refusal of foreign 
overnment to allow ship to load. Cunning- 
i, BD. oo cosveen sis xix, 222; xviii, 57 
neglect of vessel by charterer for delay i in 
getting ready. Tully v. Howling..... xv, 357 
detention of ship Prine A charterer’s neglect; 
roximate cause. Jones v, Adamson. .xiii, 381 
delay where vessel was to be loaded ‘‘ with 
the usual eet of the port.” Ashcroft 
v. Crow Orchard Co. .........cscccccee xi, 14 
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Shipping and admiralty — continued. PAGE. 
apprehension of capture when good ground 
or delay. Anderson v. Owners, etc... x, 106 
right of charterer to throw up contract where 
vessel disabled before loading. Jackson v. 
ye ee as ee ee aye viii, 
restraint of princes; blockade. Geipel v. 
 cccdes bi veus. 5% i sbeetn adeRees vi, 
reasonable delay in delivery of cargo in time 
of war. The Heinrich i 
The William Schmidt 
breach of charter-party ; condition precedent 
as to loading. Bradford v. Williams. .vi, 
construction of agreement as to loading; 
lighterage. Nelson v. Odiorne....... iv, 
effect of war on liability for non-delivery ; 
prorata freight. The Teutonia........ iii, 
non-delivery ; ‘‘ acts or restraints of princes or 
rulers.” Finlay v. Liverpool, etc., St. Co 
ii, 480 


315 
146 


176 
Ib. 


290 
139 
434 


demurrage. 
demurrage ; recoupment by consignor’s agent 
against claim for freight. Elwell v. Skiddy 
xx, 155 
Hill v. Stetson. .xvi, 103 
delay of consignee caused by delay of other 
consignees. Porteus v. Watney.xviii, 359, 418 
demurrage ; risks of bad weather; condition 


of charter. Lister v. Van Haansbergen 
xiii, 418 
Thiisv. Byers.......... xiii, 418 
assignment of. Falkenburg v. Clark. ..xiii, 387 
lien for demurrage. Kish v. Cory ...... xiii, 47 
‘lay days” and demurrage. Commercial St, 
Re Rn es es. xii, 191 
twenty-four hours to be reckoned a day. Wiles 
ve . T. Contead Be BD os ccc csncsovtaas x, 254 


discharge of cargo; demurrage not recovera- 
ble for Sundays. Rigney v. White. ...vii, 346 
condition that charterer's liability shall cease 
after loading. Francisco v. Massey....vii, 318 


demurrage clause construed. Beard v. 
MS t6cnse pwaceteuseseie che ee wee vii, 268 
ocenve-csile hetony TOOT TTT xii, 191 

when ‘‘lay days” commence. Tapscott v. 
BE: 5 lh dun dccvboera scduicneur vii, 168 


burden of showing improper detention ; ex- 
press agreement. Russell v. Wilksbarre 
DME As oo -sessvenshentianced eeeap -Vii, 
burden of proof concerning usage of vessels 
as to priority of access to place of delivery. 
Read v. Del. & H. Canal Co........ ... vi, 386 
demurrage ; custom as to unloading. Weaver 
WE Is cod cnhendass eden Genes ened vi, 421 
case of collision causing delay. The Buenos 
RIOD. 20GB sdide cidisiw inst dalecueet v, 156 
delay in discharging by unforeseen occur- 
rence. Ford v. Cotesworth............. ii, 377 
demurrage; delay by consignees. Huntley 
We Kas cenincbessedee anda cathets i, 396 
course of vessel ; deviation. 
owner liable to freighters for loss by deviation 
not made to save life. Scaramanga v. 
Stamp 
question whether captain making deviation 
acted as agent of owners or charterers. 
De We THINGS ¢. d.ccedians awesdciee xiv, 
action by charterers against master for sum of 
money received from third party to induce 
sailing on particular course. Moss v. 
Fe en See eee Le rte ix, 
parol evidence of agreement by carrier to fol- 
low particular ronte; estoppel. White v. 


28 


398 


829 


142 


55 


EPS ORS ae PSE eee viii, 
contracts for cargoes ; sales “ to arrive.” 
passing of property in cargo of lumber ship- 
ped. Mirabita v. Imperial O. Bank. .xviii, 
definition of “cargo” sold as vessel’s entire 
load. Borrowman vy, Drayton.... 
32 


37 
eoeeeXV, 317 
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sale of hides ; allowance for ‘‘ sea damages.” 
Bacon v. Gilman ...........0220e cesses xi, 
compliance with contract as to time of ship- 
ment; damages for prospective profits. 


Yorkes v. Verplank,................-- vii 348 
agreement of purchaser to bear risks of the 
seas. Castle v. Playford............... v 


eee eee eee eee eee eee ee 


818 


62 
378 


238 


43 


J 
sale of cargo ‘‘ expected to arrive,” but de- 
stroyed before shipment. Smith v. Myers, v, 302 
effect of contract to assume perils of navi 
tion; negligence. Woodin v. Austin ...iv, 118 
contract for cargo; loss of vessel; right to 
new cargo. Smith v. Myers............ ii, 479 
contract ‘‘ cargo” of timber; full ship-load 
meant, Kreuger v. Blanck ............ ii, 315 
sale of cargo to arrive by particular ship. 
Smith v. Myers... ......cccsccccccccce ii, 198 
loss of goods ; liability of carrier. ) 
liability for injury to horse by plunging a 
to fright caused by storm. Nugent v. Smitl 
(in full) xiii, 177 
pressing bale of goods; usage as to unload- 
ing. Petrocochino v. Bott 
action for deficit in cargoes delivered ; mean- 
ing of ‘quantity guaranteed;” evidence. 
Bissell v. Campbell ............2-++-+- ix, 306 
damages for breach of contract to carry ; ad- 
vance of freight ; change in price of goods. 
Featherston v. Wilkinson............. vii, 
burden of proof as to cause of leakage of 
wine. Arend v. Liverpool, etc., St. Co..vi, 388 
duty of carrier as to goods damaged on voyage. 
Notara v. Henderson 56 
degree of care required in landing from steam- 
boat. Keokuk P. Co. v. True........ xvii, 274 
rule of damages for delay in delivery of goods 
carried by sea. The Parana (with notes), 
xv, 422; xiv, 207 
See also delay, above. 
rule as to diligence required of oe we in 
discharging. Henley v. Brooklyn Ice Co. 
(with notes). ........-eeceeeeeeeeacees xiv, 
delivery at wharf ; custom, Hurd v. Hartford 
Steamboat Co..........seeseeeee Cae « xi, 
removing goods; usage. . Vv. 
NN. HL. Bt. Co... ccc0s. ccccces teeeses viii, 
landing goods without notice in bad weather ; 
custom-house officers. McAndrews v. Whit- 
lock viii, 
acceptance of goods by owner at place of dis- 
aster; presumption of discharge of vessel. 
Home Ins. Co. v. West. Tr. Co........ viii, 
duty of carrier by water to look after goods 
placed on wharf. Redmond v. Liverpool, 
Sti, DA Gis icscceccncclsscnmmssameeas vii, 203 
action against carrier for loss of goods by fire 
after landing on wharf. Russell M. Co. v. 
N. H. Steamboat Co.......... s.eeeees vii, 3380 
protection of goods after landing and notice 
to consignee. Goodwin v. B. & O. R. R.,vii, 249 
duties of carrier and consignee as to delivery. 
Finn v. N. J. Steamboat Co........... vii, 75 
accepting delivery at intermediate port. 
Whiten v. Pendergast................ vii, 297 
214 
21 


delivery on wharf termination of -liability 
Redmond v. Liverpool, etc., St. Co....... ii, 
when liability of carrier ceases. Williams 
v. New Haven St. Co..........-secee eee i, 
claim for freight. 
contract for freighting; selling right to have 
oods carried ; remedy for over-collection 
y carrier. Tugman v. Nat. St. Co....xix, 239 
delivery short of destination; freight pro 
rata. Metcalf v. Britannia I. Works..xvi, 74 
when freight is earned ; landing cargo forbid- 
den by authorities. a ex. Argos....x, 106 
implied contract to pay freight. Smidt v. 
TAM, oc cc ccccsbccessceseseseceseoncoesig 
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Shipping and admiralty — continued. PAGE. 
lump freight; loss by fire of part of cargo 
without fault of ship-owner. Merchant 
Sh. Co, v. Armitage........ ..-..eeeee me 827 
liability of holders of bill of er 
signees of freight. Weguelin v. Cellier, ix, 208 
master entitled to freight on invoice quantity 
though bill of lading states “ —_— and 
quality unknown.” Tully v. Terry... ix, 327 
lump ~— loss of part of cargo. Robin- 
son = nights. ee nee ries - 314 
usage that agents of un principals 
shall be personally liable for freight. 
Hutchinson v. Tatham...... .......-. viii, 314 
receipt of goods by charterer a sufficient con- 
sideration for his promise to insure. Day 
v. Ruprecht.... .....+esseeeeseeeeee Vil, 349 
claim for freight on amount of cargo deliv. 
ered where part is = Price v. Harts- 


foe. Aohepsaenecenhdorcree ene el iv, 284 
failure of voyage by loss of cargo; recover- 
ing back prepayments of freight. Byrne 
v. ye Benton | (im 1 ull) iv, 224 (remarked ca). 


when freight may be recovered back. i 
son v. Elwell...... asecécee eee coccceccdii, 277 
private ment between connecting car- 
riers for division of freight ; payment of 
whole freights in —— loss of ship. 
Greeves v. W. Ind. 8. Co......... seeeeli, 56 
freight payable before delivery ; readiness to 
deliver a condition of masa Duthie v. 
— acd dsb — jemmnee'e vee eoeee coed, 64 
I. passengers a gage. 
in general; passengers 
nger on excursion boat has no right to 
sell refreshments. Smallman v. ilter 
(witha Motes). cio.c cvcccicecicesoce.cocce xviii, 502 
right of owner to carry on traffic on his ves- 
sel,and to exclude om | from doing so. 
Barney v. Oyster Bay St. Co........... xv, 65 
canal boat wi captain “Basten x ws not 
a r tern Tr. mee 
Eis sas temmncithasmtagten , 816 
duty of care of passengers; ‘accident by act sof 
unauthorized person; who are pemsagus. 
| Cleveland v. N. J. St. Co... .......... v, 210 
notice on back of steamer ticket limiting Tia, 
bility. Henderson v. Stevenson ona 
Go onda pitedcenks cnes« ceceneecen om 7 
ht of carrier to detain passenger attempt- 


ng to land —— ene Orving up ticket ; loss 
of ticket. arragansett St. 
CO. .ccccccccccceccccccccs cccccccere «xi, 375 


slipping on brass covering of stairway of 
boat ; ee Crocheron v. Staten Island 
Ferry aoceckat Cnt te chat xi, 112 
Pe a of captain as to negligence not 
binding on steamer ——. North-western 
Packet Co, v. Clough (with notes)......xi, 19 
steamboat owners liable for injuries to bar. 
keeper hiring stand on boat, Yeomans v. 
Steam Nav. Co. pee or a ~~ ix, 121 
ejection of passenger persistin oing ex- 
anon business a board. ey ina.ss- 
Martin Gam fall). ...cccic ccc. coce oe-ee-Vili, 54 
explosion of boiler of harbor steamboat carry- 
ing passengers on Sunday. Carroll v. 
Staten I. DLR AR bccccctccccsceciecccccces viii, 46 
liability of steamboat “owners for assault on 
passenger by servants. Bryant v. Rich 
(with notes)......ee+eseeees ++ seeVii, 101 
exemplary damages “for injuries ‘by carrier's 
carelessness. Caldwell v. N. J. Steamboat 
Oe. cecescccooe: eee eee eee eee eeeeeeee . Vi, 140 
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passenger injured by careless steering of 
ferry-boat; non-payment of fare. — v. 


East R, Fer MOT ica ccinss Kctodvensé ii, 416, 493 
falling through hole at landing place of ves- 
sel, ae EE errr saw 
personal baggag 


a of  bagage by fire on steamer. Canadian 
CConkey..........06 wees xvii, 58 

oun whether datune or general owner 

liable for loss of baggage. Robinson v. 
CI 6 ici saiy a. 600) 9:09 60.0600 000d 00% xvi, 108 


theft of baggage of passenger on steamer ; 


a of negligence. Am. St. Co. v. 
— -¥ ahaa 64 Rapin nea gene xv, 372 
of articles by passengers on steamer. 
Clark v. Burns ......... ee tin Aewiel hears xiii, 404 


limitation of liability for baggage ; jewelry 
and valuables. Steers v. Steamship Co..xi, 160 

porter paid by passenger agent of carrier. 
Perkins v. Wright ...........scceeees viii, 126 

feather bed carried by steamboat, not personal 
baggage. Connolly v. Warren (remarked 


Serre yr oe ere vii, 102 
care of unclaimed baggage. ae v. N. 

ie Mi asad 00a cs. cde noctessicexs odes i, 374 
ES . canis from state-room. ” Macklin « v. N. 
ee errr sedsesaewaed i, 


statutory limitation of liability. 


liability of ship-owners for loss under act of 
congress of 1851; application to foreign ves- 
sels. Levinson v. Oceanic St. N. Co, (in 
full), xvii, 285; (remarked on)... .xvii, 349, 286 

federal act ‘limiting liability of ship-owner: 
case of fire. Knowlton v. Providence, etc., 


MMBC KnsGRKedd wan ce rereenes dctieeeeed ix, 10 
injuries to other vessels included in act ot 
1851. Norwich Co. v. Wright......... 308 


suit for limitation of Liability under ingiiet 
shipping act. James v. mdon, etc., R. 
SaDApdGh + TENE LEAEE a ehEROI RS BV 8S vi, 145 
liability of ship-owners for baggage lost by 
fire, under federal act of 1851. Pitentins- 
lain v. Western Tr. Co. (remarked on) ...v, 285 
loss of baggage by fire; federal act of iss. 
Chamberlain v. West. Tr. Co............ 
jurisdiction of district courts under act of 
1851, as to liability of ship-owners. Nor- 
wich Co, v. Wright.... ........-seeee- vi, 307 
, etc.; negligence; tug-boats. 
vessels. 


steamers and ‘sailing 


collision tetenes barge and steamer in river; 
question of negligence. Bigley v. Williams, 


, 237 
collision of steamers and sailing wensipy : 
claims for total loss. The Falcon ...... x, 312 
collision between steamer and barque. Peter- 
son v. The Java...........cceeeecees 
aie by * 8 in passing tow. ‘Austin 


oe cccececcescecsebeecses ii, 458 
duties of an meeting sailing vessel. The 
CEE 6idcecdetcee séusqude-'s smacayrion 457 
TO BWMOMING 0c vccecsccseces scesccsdes 457 
steamer passing sailing vessel. Beal v. Mar. 
ihn on Bh 0W8s oS Kose ts badedeca weed x, 106 


showing lights. 


neglect to carry light. Swansea v. Cowdor, xx, 158 
running at speed ; showing lights. The — 


IEE te ee ee xiv, 198 
want of li hte not contributory to injury. 
Whitehall Tr. Co. v. N. J. St. Co...... viii, 


question of contributory negligence in not 
having ee Delafield v. Union Fe 
CIB s0cicceacdsesccssnssscciessciscbtes viii, 125 
omission to ‘carry ‘lights not absolutely a bar 
to recovery for collision. Hoffman v. Union 
Ferry C0. .ccccccccccccscoccccsccccceeWil, DOD 
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Shipping and admiralty—continued. PAGE. 
question of evidence as to negligence, want 


of tie negligence of tug. Silliman Mi mm 
EESSdag Ke eEtebL eRe DEdeiweeewe vii, 1 
tailere to exhibit lights. "The Fenham... vii, 481 
miscellaneous. 


sinking of pleintiff’s barge at defendant's 
wharf : evidence as to mooring, loading, etc. 


Leary v. Woodruff ........... ....4.. xix, 336 
er as to negligence stated. Morgan v. Faw- 
ERE CIPI OP Te OPE Te xix, 98 
blind adherence to general rules, Cooper v. 
nr rer ere: xviii, 437 
collision between vessel moving and one at 
rest. Hall v. Little (in full) ........xviii, 151 
vessel at anchor and in motion. The Ehrman 
Ge ED 6c sa ctaccaaciou ¢b vxeue ..-Xvii, 91 


statutory and common law rules as to avoid- 
ing collisions. Lord v. Hazeltine....xvii, 
collision between ships of same owner, claim 
of underwriters. Simpson v. Thompson, 
xvii, 251, 
damage to pier by vessel abandoned by crew ; 
English statute. River W. rersieier 1 
v. vii 
owner quitting boat to save his life under be- 
lief of imminent danger. Eastern Tr. Co. 
v. Hope 
freedom from fault as a defense; duty of 
supreme court to reverse for errors of —_ 
The City of Hartford v. Rideout 
liability of ship-owners ; limit > liability 0 of 
stipulators. Sparrow v. Avery....... xvii, 
steamboat owners liable for pA ligence of 
pilots and engineers. Sherlock v. Alling 
errr rc xv, 
jurisdiction of admiralty; as to damages ; 
effect of oy of insurance, The Atlas v. 
Phoenix Ins. Co. (in full)........... -.-xv, 140 
loss caused retnotely by negligence of crew. 
National Ins. Co. v. Webster ....... ..-XV, 
rules as to vessels meeting. Thompson v. 
pe Pre xv, 287 
burden of proof as to negligence. The 
SEN. 5 Sh ck cso cctoudvedeasdedeede xv, 397 
question of seaworthiness of scow. Baird v. 
ME cccccbess détbctacdisceeeecnsbeu xv, 211 
anchoring in track of ferry-boats not negli- 
nce per se ; failure to shéw lights, Lam- 
rt v. Staten I. R. R xv, 495 
ferry-boat starting in dense fog. The Lan- 
Se Oy re ee eee ee x, 104 
collision between ocean steamer and ferry- 
boat. The Favorita................06: x, 93 
injury from carelessness of ferry hands ; 
unitive damages; evidence. Baldwin v. 
KY , ete., Nav. C 
Pr. AS "terry-boat without proper lights ; 
other causes of accident. Hoffman v. Brook- 
Tym Porry Co. ....ccccssccccsceccvccecs vi, 
collision pe by improper steering of third 
ship. The Sisters...............0.00. xiv, 
keeping look-out. The Glannibanta....xiv, 
absence of look-out immaterial where not 
cause of accident. The Farragut...... iii, 
sixteenth federal rule construed. Ludwig v. 


413 


i, 288 
55 


78 


433 


157 


31 
199 


ship-owners liable for injury to pilot by negli- 
nce of their servants. Smith me he 
Fomarked ON). ......2.scccscscces 
negligence in navigating rivers as cdicutea by by 
bridges. Mollie Mohler v. Home Ins. Co. 
fire to vessel in attempt to save 
. P. Co. v. 


settin 
IR: «0b. 0.5.63 00nd bbdes beers alade xi, 300 


146 


another on fire. New York 


Te of pilot; runuing against newly- 
rected pier. Atlee v. North-western Packet 





xi, 316 
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charging demurrage against vessel in ~— 

The Favorita.......... 94 
breakage of mooring-buoy in port. The Wa. 

Lindsay x, 106 

312 

128 


speed in fog: use ‘of fog horn and bells. The 
Pennsylvania.............+.-++ ii, ; x, 
security to answer damages under English 
act. The Charkieh................... ix, 
libels in personam and in rem for same col- 
lision ; jurisdiction of supreme court where 
oe consolidated; amount of claim. a 28 


170 


MR 6650S 5 hsTRs cS wscGourer 
sinais vale’ from under wharf laborer ined 
to work on boat. Packet Co. v. McCue..ix, 
manslaughter by causing negligent collision; 
mate not justified by orders of — 
State v. Suttom.......ccccccceccccccs i, 265 
rights of sailing vessel having the wind. Tho 
Mary Eveline...... jie neaeman stun well viii, 414 
averment of damages; amendment (N. Y) 
Baldwin v. N. Y., etc., Nav. Co.........vi, 488 
approval by government Sempantte not conclu- 
He in action for negligence. Swarthout v. 
DE. Os oss 0 osvie 5 Sus SGs Sdessceee 
defense of "tnavtedihe accident; burden of 
a roof ; pleading specific acts of negligence. 
he Marpesia dibstebéces cela Sk age vi, 340 
mapeese to registrar and merchants under 
e aa nglish acts. The Buenos Ayres....... v, 156 
a 


y of owners for pilot’s negligence in 
passing vessel aground, Austin v. 


. J. St. 
Tbidewe 2 cep 


189 
77 


damage from vessel drifting ashore after 
collision. The George and Richard..... .iv, 
duty of ship aground in channel to show sig- 
nals. The Industrie........... ....6 
rules as to change of course. The Esk and 
The Niord -iii, 310 
dangerous landing place ; negligence of 
others. John v. A sere - hub ale perm 118 
contributory negligence in landin ‘at dan r- 
ous suggingr Since, Keokuk P. as. 


BO vi.ccss. ss-00t00ceswereeeietesed ii, 116 
189 


eee eee eer weer eset esesee 


agreement to have recourse to security only 

for payment. Ball v. Wyeth............ i, 

certificate of inspectors how far evidence for 

defense in action for explosion of boiler. 

Erickson v. Smith 
division of damages. 

apportionment of loss. The Atlas v. oe 
BB Gs co ccese: nvsccnanes bdo Teaul 


coccccel, 


rule of division of damages applied. atte 
. xi, 


v. Teutonia.......... oeseoee coe 
Smith v. Sea Gull 
The Sapphire.............. ee ° 
Detlor v. The Comet..............04 
tug-boats. 
nature of tow-boat proprietor’s responsibilities; 
not in general a common carrier (with notes) 
xx, 1 
evidence of experts as to proper use of tug- 
boat. Eastern Tr. Co, v. Hope........ xvii, 
duty of tug as to directing steering of vessel 
towed, Smith v. The South-west...... xvi, 
tug towing canal-boat not liable for her 
negligence. Arctic Fire Ins.Co.v.Austin xvi, 
negligence of tug. Thompson v. Bliss. ...xv, 
duty of tow to stop tug when going on ‘dan- 
gerous. Smith v. St. L. Tow-boat Co....x, 
duties of tows and tugs. Arctic Ins. Co. v. 
PRI iia 6's. bibs 05 'deh We OPER Ss BEE viii, 
negligence of tow-boat chartered from own- 
= who paid hands, etc. Russel v. Tor- 
beads see wesseseteces seeesavady . viii, 
hirer of tug-boat through cone not liable 
for negligence of pilot hired. Martin v 
Farnsworth...... piano 107 





167 


36 
296 


106 
848 


80 








252 CASE-INDEX. 








Shipping and admiralty — continued. PAGE. 
i. - not common carriers in sR 
rOwN V. Clegg... 1... +. 0sssseeeeeeeees 


tug negligent in going too rapidly in queued 
stream. McNamara v. The Little Giant, iv, 50 
towage agreement ; condition of owner’s risk. 


Milton v. Hudson R. St. Co............ iii, 281 
question whether continuance of towage was 
salvage service. The Potter........... iii, 155 
care required in “eae = Taft v. Carter. .iii, 414 
duty of tug- duty of pilot of — 
towed. ek Co. berviees Uanucedt , 154 
tug-boats not common carriers. Brown -s 
PSG. TL Ses Sesiiie cde ws cou ninue He iii, 32 
master not liable for negligence ‘of pilot of 
tug. Marshall v. Moran....... ....... ii, 


Sic utere tuo, ete. ; see real property; nuisance; 
negligence; animals; conversion. 

Sidewalks ; see highways; municipal corporations 

Signature ; see forgery; alteration of instruments; 
negotiable instruments ; deeds ; wills ; seal; evi- 
dence ; corporations. 

Slander ; see libel and slander. 

Slaves, 

connected topics: war; constitutional law. 
slave marriages. Minor v. Jones (with notes), 





xvi, 422 
validity of slave contracts made while law- 
ful. Boyce v. Taff........ doses ccesews x, 126 
slave contracts. Boyes v. Taff.......... viii, 360 
enforcing contract to pay for slaves. White 
DC idbue bce Sils: Beae inde sa coated vi, 308 
sale of slaves after emancipation momen 
tion. McElvain v. Mudd...... .. .... i, 30 


warranty of title to slaves not broken ty 
emancipation. Fitzpatrick v. Hearne...v, 370 
slave-contracts valid. Roundtree v. Baker, v, 369 
validity of slave-contracts made before eman- 
cipation proclamation. Osbern v. Nichol- 
son (remarked on), v, 283 ; White v. Hart.. Id. 
validity of note given for purchase-money of 
slaves after emancipation proclamation. 
(Ala.) McElvain v. Mudd (remarked on), 


v, 73, 76 
note given for purchase of om Casson v. 
MOU. 66.4 Bh Addo cc bandtiecses sso:ceean, 20 
Societies ; see associations; clubs. 
Specific performance, 


connected topics: vendor and purchaser; 
statute of frauds. 
mutuality of agreement necessary for. May- 


MANS VW. BOW Ne cc..cccccccccccccesese xx, 236 
insolvency as a defense to. Hughes v. 
OUND oo noes 0 sccescescsncicdsibsenc<s xx, 235 


refusing specific performance for uncertainty 
of contract. Schmeling v. Krusel....xix, 180 
defense that agreement was obtained by mis. 
representation. Smith v. Wheatcroft, xviii, 379 
agreement to exchange farms; fraudulent 
misdescription. Wilson v. Van Pelt. .xvii, 109 
laches und waiver. Preston v. Preston. .xvi, 477 


Rich v. Gale....... -.iv, 78 
partial enforcement of contract for land. 
Beaver 7. Beets assis ccsccsccicedscdcss xv, 170 


lapse of time as a bar; effect of possession 

and payment of rent. Powis v. Dynevor 
xv, 213 

contract for conveyance of land where vendee 

had — and improved. Felch v. 
BOOMOR Ss Sd occcee hs ss clecedsecedsens xv, 333 

refusa to compel by husband alone, where 

wife refused to join. Burk’s Appeal (with 


iain 506 ins eed cies 3364 80usees xii, 210 
awarding damages in action for. (N. Y.) 
Steinberger v. McGovern............... x, 217 


purchaser in default not entitled to perform. 
ance or return of money paid. Page v. 
McDonnell....... epee Gre) > x, 90 





Specific performance — continued. PAGE, 
refusal to perform invalid contract ; effect of 
payment of installment in advance. Kid- 


derminster v. Hardwick.. ............. ix, 127 
action by vendee for specific performance 
seventeen years after refusal by vendor. 


Peters v. Delaplaine.................- vii, 188 
time as essence of contract. Hubbell v. Van 
Bchooming. ......2002 coccccccccceces vii, 76 
Myers v. DeMier........ ...-eeee+0++: vii, 77 
acting upon contract within reasonable time. 
Finch v. Parker .........0..+:eeeeees vi, 373 


entirety of contract ; decreeing part perform. 
ance on sale of several parcels for one 


price. Boyd v. Schlesinger............ iv, 
parties.- Agard v. Valencia.............. iii, 879 
agreement to dispose of property by me 

Gapton v. Gupton...........20-+-+. 00+ , 154 
oral promise to give land followed by pos: 

session. Freeman vy. Freeman.......... 
conveyance by respondent pending bill . 

equity. Snowman v. Harford.......... ii, 
malfeasance of plaintiff as a defense. Bank- 

art v. Tennant. ....... 200. sccccc-cess ii, 315 


offer of formal execution unnecessary where 
vendor refuses absolutely to convey. Wil- 
BAO Fic TMs. &  ins wikis 60.00 00:40 00600000 i, 458 
in favor of pane Hi who has taken possession 
and improved. Green v. Finin.......... i, 
giving damages, where decree for perform- 
ance is refused. Cuff v. Dorland........ i, 397 
refusal in case of agreement made under mis- 
taken belief. + Patterson v. Bloomer..... i, 163 
decreeing performance conditionally. Willard 
EIR he tess ic ctacasicnee coeenacens i, 458 


Stakeholder ; see wagers; arbitration. 
State, 


as to various questions of state and federal 
jurisdiction, see judges and courts; consti- 
tutional law; internal revenue; bank- 
ruptey and insolvency; assignment for 
creditors. 
other connected topics: governor; office and 
officers; militia; war. 
state not concluded by judgment against its 


officers. Adams v. Bradley.......... xviii, 277 
priority of claims in bankruptcy of state. 
OD aiaane eis os cadasenregeneds4 xvii, 490 


the state as a preferred creditor. (N. J.) Mid- 
dlesex Board, etc. v. State Bank (in full), 
xvii, 
question of priority of state as a creditor in 
bankruptcy. Corn Exch. Bank, re..... xv, 351 
state not estopped to deny constitutionality of 
act by decision of its own courts. Boyd v. 
CNG tins nsnneniines +. pene Miceageenes xv, 487 
money not attachable in hands of state treas- 
urer. Lodor v. Baker...............- xvi, 104 
suit against officer where state real party in 
interest. State v. Doyle.............. xv, 
right to sue state indirectly by suing state 
officer. State v. Doyle (with notes). ...xiv, ae 
xv, 1 
fraudulent conversion of bonds by state treas- 
urer; rights of owner against state. Bas- 
OO Wy TARR ons 5. receives coe seccseses xiv, 413 
granting preference on calendar where state 
is party. Hodge v. Richmond, etc., R. R. 
xiv, 328 
action not maintainable in name of people for 


rivate wrong. People v. Albany, etc., R. 
R ES NN, EE ee ee er ee RE xi, 367 
joinder of lessees of state oyster lands as 
plaintiffs. Wooley v. Campbell........xi, 9 


insolvent state bank ; legislation as to appro- 
priation of assets. Barings v. Dabney..x, 312 

contracts with state ; the state as plaintiff in 
equity. People v. Canal Board......... x, 168 











au re EU 


ov Se ™ 





CASE-INDEX. 


253 








State — continued. PAGE. 


making state a party; state officers. Davis 
Se a isinps hpi ante teiecshiniadpelin «pcp aeear nail ix, 41 

state appropriation payable on certificate of 
several persons; right of majority to act. 


People v. SGD anicwaa.caoccnatel viii, 345 
Statute of frauds, 
connected topics: parol contracts and evi- 
dence, etc. 
in general. 
statute ineffectual to validate invalid instru- 
ment. Hussey v. Horne-Payne......... xx, 238 
contract by letter; what sufficient to satisfy 
statute. Rossiter v. Miller.......... xviii, 419 
quantum meruit on verbal contract after per- 
formance. Towsley v. Moore........ xvii, 134 


ag-éement not signed by party to be charged ; 
extrinsic evidence of recognition. Beck- 
eae xvii, 16 
memorandum signed by plaintiff ’s agent with 
defendant’s name. Murphy v. Boese..xii, 191 
contract by letter; qualified acceptance. Ap- 
pleby v. J hea 1 athe 26 
qualified acceptance by letter. Ball v. Sitios 
x, 
action not maintainable for fraud in inducing 
contract void by statute. Dung v. Parker, 
viii, 330 
entirety of contract ; part performance where 
contract void by statute of frauds. Galvin 


D, BO 06b00ssasigensdsweteadmnd vii, 30 
contracts made by telegraph. Godwin v 
erty ee oe ee i, 521 
sale of real estate. 


connected topics: vendor and purchaser ; 
specific performance ; party-wall, etc. 
memorandum must name or indicate the ven- 
dor. Grafton v. Cummings (in full) ..xix, 356 
correspondence; what amounts to sufficient 
memorandum in sale of land. Hussey v. 
NS re re xx, 295 
— by letter ; sufficiency of description 
a in sale by agent. Rossiter v. 


bias eeetntans sanKwens sates xvi, 304 
wetiees of memorandum to satisfy statute. 
Cadwalader v. App............ssse0- xvi, 209 


memorandum sufficient. Thornton v. Kelly, 
xv, 517 
omitting name of vendor from particulars and 


conditions of auction sale of real estate, 


Sale v. Lambert (with notes)............ x, 310 
sale of standing timber. Marshall v. Green 

(in full and remarked on) .......... xiii, 2, 9 

Daniels v. Bailey............200-000- xvii, 371 
oral contract to cut and deliver timber valid. 

Killmore v. Howlett ...... .....sseses vi, 342 
sale of standing timber, parol agreement for 

resale. Patterson’s Appeal ...... wai oar li, 294 
verbal sale of growing crop, money given to 

WD WORRIER a. 0 5 05.60. scnicisies eeceereincads i, 274 


contract for use of dock not for an interest in 
land. Wells v. Kingston-upon-Hull....xii, 124 

agreement for filling up water-course by rail- 
road company not contract for interest in 
land. Hamilton, etc., Co. v. Cincinnati, etc., 


Tl Us athad oad. dkn'a. 05s chebaemseeeiel xvi, 153 
contract to find purchaser of land. Hegn n 
Phillips .....--- ceeesees seeceeeseeess 358 
rescission of written contract by parol. Rich. 
ardson v. Johnson ..............20005- xv, 358 
parol promise to give or lease lands for life. 
BD GE, SIRs a coc onsstese anand <dee> i, 1 
delivery of deed in escrow. Thomas v 
ON EO EO ii, 216 


parol agreement that foreclosure deed should 
convey mortgage interest only, ineffectual. 
Howland v. Blake ..............4.-. xviii, 396 

contract of child to release future interest in 
father’s estate. Galbraith v.McLain..xvii, 93 





Statute of frauds —continued. P 
right to use church edifice. Brunifield v. 
GIR. 2.6.6. 0cccnmmnisuhstcxsbanassoane iii, 
parol agreement to make mutual wills of real 
and personal estate. Gould v. Mansfield, vi, 
agreement between purchaser and third per- 
son advancing part of purchase-money. 
Green v. Drummond ...............2.: iii, 
agreement by vendee to pay purchase-money 


to creditor. (Tenn.) Miller v. Stovall, xvi, 
statute not applicable in case of fraud. Rut- 
land v. Schenck ..... were ee Pere 
effect of performance. 
performance as avoiding effect of statute. 
Moody v. Smith .........eseseeeeeeee xvi, 


parol promise to give house, effect of occu- 
BR ... y by donees. Ungley v. Ungley. .xvi, 
by buyer of his real estate to obtain funds 


for the purchase made by parol. Parker v. 
TROBAOR 0 0.6.0:0.6.0:000.060d:00.00.080 45 560c06i4 xv, 
part performance of contract for purchase of 

land. Miller v. Ball..............+4+ xiii, 


partly executed agreement to rent lands and 
apply certain payments Townsend v. Jones, 


vi, 

mutual transfer under parol contract. Moss 
Wy DOVER «..0,4,0:0.0,510000.4,.00506004580' 06 y, 
enforcing partly performed parol contract in 
equity. Harsha v. Reid............ .. iv, 
verbal agreement carried into effect. Hoffman 
v. Felt; Ryan v. Tomlinson ..,........ iii, 


improvements ; see also real property. 

enforcing parol gift where vaiuable improve- 
ments have been made. Worth v. Worth, 
xvii, 
agreement taken out of statute by making of 
improvements by vendee in possession. 
Pfiffrer v. 8S. & St. V R. R............ xv, 
enforcing parol promise of interest in land, 
where improvements made on strength of 


it. Freeman v. Freeman............... v, 
landlord and tenant. 
sufficiency of memorandum of lease. Cart- 
WHERE VF. BEMIS. «cca cccccccccactéiscsed xv, 
Linsley v. Tibbals ..........-+++++-++- xi, 


promise to give leasehold in consideration of 


marriage. Ungley v Ungley......... XV, 
oral sale of tenant’s fixtures. ae v. Gaskell, 
xiv, 396, 


verbal promise to repair, etc., in order to in- 
duce plaintiff to take lease. Angell v. Duke 
(CG ROUUE) o's os 6 6s ddiedsie 0688 SSS xii, 86, 
action for cost of repairs made under void 
promise of lease. White v. Wieland... x, 
contract to procure lease of house. Horsey 
re arr re rere rr sly 
recovering back payments. 
recovering back payments where contract is 
void ; possession of premises not a bar to 
suit. Jellison v. Jordan ............. xix, 
action for deposit made on account of oral 
contract for land where defendant has re- 
fused to perform. Boyden v. Crane... .vii, 
trusts in lands. 
trusts ex maleficio; enforcing parol agreement 
by which defendant has obtained title to 
land. Wolford v. Herrington (with notes),xii, 
express trust in lands by parol. Rodgers v. 
Simmons ............0ceecceccscoerces vi, 
verbal contract for purchase of real estate by 
one party on joint account; resulting trust. 


(N. Y.) Levy v. Brush...........-.00. iv, 

sale of goods. 
effect of delivery to carrier under oral con- 
tract. Keiwert v. Meyer (in full). . .xx, 
when memorandum is insufficient. "Brown 
VW. Whipple. .....00.sccssiecsescecesss xix, 


acceptance ; mantel-piece put up in defend- 
ant’s house. Fitzsimmons v. Woodruff, xix, 
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— of frauds — continued. PAGE. 
uent ratification of inoperative contract. 
“Tioed ingham v. Osborne ............ xviii, 216 
evidence of acceptance. Rickard v. Moore, 
xviii, 178 
what is acceptance under statute. Bacon v. 
Bocles.........ccc00 Sdecccece ssusedl xvii, 251 
Kibble v. Gough....... eevee twalee xvii, 372 
Cooke v. Millard ..............-e000-0+ v, 186 
——— — by one party only. —— ws 


whethe tt must be signed by both 
parties. (N. Y.) Justice v. Lang (remarked 


Ge vc cviccdeicccsicstscsessecss ix, 56; ii, 71 
en oe of the memorandum; = perform. 
ance. Williams v. Morris...........- xvii, 
what amounts to part delivery. "Garfield v. 

ee EE TCR xvii, 373 
subsequent delivery of part of goods. Gas. 

Oe ee Ee ore xvii, 37 


effect of acting on originally void contract. 
Barkley v. Rensselaer & Saratoga R. R., xvi, 431 
question of acceptance. Stone v. Browning, 
: xv, 256 
question whether leather put in warehouse 
was accepted and received. Safford, ex parte 
PIED cenendcowwddeddestecses ss Cases xv, 328 
what sufficient memorandum. Stone v. Brown- 
SN. ke diwngesneted detesdsddveces bc008 xv, 256 
sale of invention. Somerby v. Buntin ..xiii, 405 
— reements for good-will and to abstain from 
ike business. Gottschalk v. Witter. .xiii, 233 
parol variations of original contract. Hick- 


mem 0. Hayes. .....00.csccccscccese xiii, 135 
proving consideration by parol. Justice v. 

BONE ic i SA Beebe cases hicidsvicccets xii, 396 
equation of statute when not barred by pay- 

ments. Hunter v. Wetsell............ xii, 43 


variation by seller of terms of written con- 
tract ; ratification by buyer. Leather-cloth 
Co. v. Hieronimus.............+ee.e00s xi, 385 
verbal modifications of original contract, effect 
of subsequent acts of parties. Schultz v. 


BN cv cccevscoeevenseedevetesasioss xi, 256 
parol pow to alteration of written eontract. 

Stewart v. Eddowes............ socssse ek, OR 
what delivery sufficient on oral contract. Sit 

WORT IDS 0. bbs cdc adic ceccteeses 123 


contracts within statute of frauds; oral she. 
—_ agreement modifying. Organ v. 
tewart (remarked on)............-.++- ix, 337 
contract for sale of gold; laws of New York 
Gold Exchange. eabody v. Speyers .. 346 
change of possession. Tilson v. Terwilliger, 


, 847 
entry in sales book by auctioneer’s clerk. 
Prion v. Coed . ccccccccsccccccccccccses x, 28 
sale by auctioneer ; waiving payment of pur- 
chase-money ; the memorandum. Baltzer 
v. Nicola, “y Seveccsgudbtede sseectic. 400% ix, 139 
payment of part of purchase-money ; pay- 
ment to agent; proving agency. Hawley 
De ROG. oo. cabs hive cedseveteves caste ix, 27 
rescinding "for delay in delivery after partial 
delivery. Harteau v. Gardner.... ... viii, 168 
oral agreement if defendant would subscribe 
to company, to take shares off his hands. 
Green v. Brookins.... ........sees00: viii, 109 
verbal agreement not validated by assignment 
by vendor of account against vendee. a 
We Chawebamd. ...0..cccccseccs cdecscees , 259 
contract for manufacture of paper held ow 
within statute. Parsons v. Loucks..... vi, 226 
refusing to accept after receipt and examina- 
tion. Caulkins v. Hellman............ vi, 159 
efficiency of memorandum. Buxton v. Rust, P 
vi, 212 
delivery to buyer’s carrier, after ae 
satisfies statute. Cross v. O’Donnell. . 32 





Statute of frauds— continued. PAGE, 


signing memorandum ; adoption of agent ; 
delivery of warehouse receipt. Hawkins ¥- 


bce 4disccrdass ce chen ncacecebuated 93 
the memorandum of sale. Simonson v. Kis. 
ate ds “dekahctbeeepececesscscantaca iv, 59 
I We ES ov kician icc cceceusssceean iii, 192 
NT EER. “ov Sacccc cb ccdccncancces i, 20 


validity of contract notwithstanding adoption 
of previous void agreement as to price. 


MI WaT Sains oc ogcne.. cp ccccesses iv, 141 
question whether contract was of sale or for 
labor. Pitkins v. Noyes .............- iv, 142 
acceptance by agent. Rupp v. Stith...... iv, 82 
agreement to raise and deliver three acres of 
potatoes. Pitkin v. Noyes...... on iaael iii, 498 
verbal agreement at ad of delivery for re- 
purchase. Paige v. Clough............. i, 162 
promises to pay ¢ debt of another. 
moral obligation not sufficient consideration 


for promise to pay debt of another. Hen- 
dricks v. Robinson (in full)............ xx, 471 
parol agreement of vendor to remove mort- 
gage gh given for debt of another. Green v. 
MN Eda in npceesescncqusasae +. 2-XX, 204 
oral undertaking by grantee. to pay interest 
on mortgage in consideration of forbear- 
ance of mortgagee. Prime v. Kohler, xix, 421 
promise to stockholders to pay corporate 


debt. Pratt v. Bates ............... xix, 242 
promise to work mill and pay owner’s debts. 
Belknap v. Bender................... xix, 115 


statutory liability not within the statute of 
frauds. Pittsburgh,etc.,R. R. v. Stokes, xvii, 315 
parol promise where funds are transferred to 
promisor. Justice v. Tallman....... xvii, 290 
promise by attorney to indemnify sheriff for 
levy not within statute. Heidenheimer v. 
SI a a vitae cudesuaseas catedes xvii, 114 
agreement that defendant might apply money 
due plaintiff to mortgage of third person 
against plaintiff. Calkins v. Chandler (with 
MII F.4cinc tet hak canes onde deccaued xvi, 78 
guaranty by agent of a note void for 
want of expressed consideration. Shep- 
Wee 0. MIR. os os cdcnctcce cosenses oe 
promise in consideration of release of judg- 
ment against third person.. Palmer v. 


BOIS 6 6 55 8565.55 si ccs ccc cccesicccs xv, 392 
guarantee of note by collecting agent. Shep- 
NE WMO 5 6.55 6s ccnkc case ctsn5ee xv, 514 


agreement by bank to pay protested — 
May v. Malone N. Bank.............. 286 
operation on guarantees. Sturgis N. Bank 
We MINIS ain ccc cs beicces boone cece ced xiv, 203 
parol contract of warranty of note of another 
given in payment. Bruce v. Burr....xiv, 358 
New York law reviewed. Claflin v. Ostrom: 


BMoorill ¥. Green. ........cccccccccesces xi, 121 
indorsement of non-negotiable note. Wilson 

v. Martin (in full)..................-. viii, 158 
novation of debt not within statute. Brand 


vi, 
verbal agreement to pay husband’s debt in 
consideration of wife releasing ve 
Brown v. Brown.........+sseeseeseeees 
taking new promise without discharging old. 
Stewart v. Campbell.................. vi, 
ee may me was not to be primarily lia- 
ble ountstephen v. Lakeman... .v, 304, 158 
satisfaction of debt by verbal application ~ 
debt due from creditor. Brand v. Brand..v, 75 
question as to whom credit was given. Buck 


De ABS 66665 oé ha acdc cds ds esceces wv, @& 
when promise is direct and not collateral. 
a Ty Peer errr ry iii, 476 


oral promise to pay another's debt if suit 
against him discontinued. Duffy v. Dts 1 -_ 
? 
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Statute of frauds — continued. PAGE. 
oral promise to pay debt for consideration 
pate between promisor and debtor. 


BE. DE ocsccce cnesae inns iii, 192 
question whether undertaking original or 

collateral. Myer v. Grafflin............ ii, 73 

other cases. Wood v. Patch............ xv, 517 

Crosby v. Jeroloman...... viii, 127 

Tallman v. Bressler....... viii, 13 

Meriden B. Co. v. Zingsen. .vi, 287 

Bieshoar v. Rowe...... .... iii, 154 

Jackson v. Litch............ ii, 477 

Packer v. Benton........... ii, 155 


representations as to credit. 
iability of commercial agency and mis. 


taken business information. Sprague v. 

Dun (with notes). ...........++. xvii, 499, 334 
representations of credit by commercial 

agency. McLean v. Dun............-. xv, 352 


false representations of credit of another, 
action for money had and received. Hun- 
se eee eee xi, 144 
contracts performable within year. 
agreement of tailor’s foreman not to engage 
in service, etc., in particular district. Davey 
VON, 5s ces avidlescesiedas cee xx, 197, 98 
part payment on agreement not to be per- 
formed within year, does not affect opera- 
tion of statute. Reinheimer v. Carter 
CURE MONEE). 0 bic ic. cd etecdcdders --Xviii, 322 
agreement to pay certain sum per annum; 
executed consideration. Knowlman v. 
ses oe eXi, 49, 348 
contract to support illegitimate children. .ix, 128 
performance within year; assignment of 
lease on agreement to pay rent for unex- 


pired term. Durand v. Curtis......... xi, 161 
parol lease for one year commencing in 
Suturo. Stackburger v. Mosteller..... ii, 117 
contract performable within year by one 
party, but not the other. sheehy v. ore 4 - 
biivndd.os.dsepcatansieanebendeoseeudind 1 
coalintan of the statute. Smalley v. 
Risncrecedadecceens aos ccedeeee xx, 475 
Walker v. Johnson...............-. xvii, 432 
Van Woert v; Albany & 8. R.R........ xv, 47 
Gault v, Brown.............-. iv, 130; iii, 497 
question whether contract performable i in one 
year. Hodges v. Richmond M.Co... .. iii, 55 
Statutes of limitation ; see limitation of actions. 
Statutes, 
connected topics: governor ; legislature ; 


constitutional law ; criminal law, etc. 
tn general. 
when general act does not operate to - ~% 
special. State v. Cleland............ 18 
special and local, distinguished from parhanen| 
laws. State v. Parsons... .......... xviii, 72 
special statute not repealed by general clause. 
Rounds v. Waymart Borough. . ..-Xvi, 338 
particular statute not repealed by general. 
Wright v. Vickers .......0.05scccccees xvi, 209 
repeal by implication. People v. Brooklyn,xv, 471 
Steamb. Co. v. Collec- 


State v. Slocum..... i, 417 
when pending actions affected by repeal of 
penal act. Rood v. C. M., ete., R. R., xvii, 211 
presumption against retrospective operation. 
Wisconsin -r 's lien act. Vanderpoel 


v. L. C.&M. RB. R.............4. «.-Xviii, 378 
confiscation act of 1862 not retroactive. Con- 

rad v. Waples (in full).... .......... xvii, 484 
when retrospective. People v. Ulster Co. 

Supervisors ........ccccccccscccccceces vi, 487 
presumption of prospective operation only. 

Smith v, Auditor-General.............. iv, 267 


Indiana act of 1867 retrospective. Perrin v. 


Statutes — continued. PAGE, 
validity of earlier statute repealed by void 
Ob.  TRORAM, 9906 6.6 :00.0.6:45.0:0.50060080000% xv, 257 
rules of construction. People v. Schoon- 


vi, 
— prohibitions in statute for icular 


method of proceeding. New ven Vv. 
NEE oicacconisnemmianevacwane’ .e--iv, 110 
declaring part of statute void. Christy oy 
ramento Supervisors ............... 
rule as to construing ere statutes sic. 
State v. Powers. ........seecseeeeecees 
intention. Leoni v. Taylor ._ ice wave" iv 287 


authentication and proof. 
evidence as to due enactment of statute. Le; 
v. Mayor (with notes)..... ........00. xiii, 408 
impeaching correctness of act duly authenti- 
cated aud published. Berry v. Balt. & D. 
P. R. R. (remarked on)................ xii, 338 
going behind authentication to see if act law- 
fully passed. Osburn v. Staley (with notes),x, 99 
publication of session laws under New York 
acts. People v. Sullivan Co. Supervisors, x, 412 
exclusion of proof that act was changed by 
error of engrossing clerk. Annapolis “ 
bona SEE ERT a ee 


motives of members not a subject for Soeatinr, 
Harpending v. Haight................. iii, 379 
computing the ten days allowed for Neeneee 
bill. (Cal.) Iron M. Co. v. Hai , 376 
evidence of vote of legislature. oP v. 
eee eee rer. iii, 117 
proof of statute of another state. Grant v. 
Clay Coal Co........cceeees Sientosend xv, 416 
Zimmerman v. Helser............+. sally 


See also, evidence. 
ae of proceedings ; see action. 
itocks, 


connected topics: brokers; corporations ; 
subscriptions ; stockholders ; wager. 
purchaser of stock certificate obtained b 
fraud protected only as to value paid. 
Moodie v, Seventh N. Bank (with notes), xiv, 851 
unpaid balances, vendee liable to assignee in 
bankruptcy. Webster v. Upton (in fu }), xiii, 195 
property in dispatches of stock quotations. 
iernan v. Manhattan Tel. Co....xiii, 32, 34 
wagering transactions. Maxton v. Sheen, xi, 205 
contract for profits and dividends on stock 


construed. Hyatt v. Allen............ xi, 111 
action on gold contract, rules of stock - 
change. Peabody v. Speyers ete oa 346 


agreement to pay in corporate stock, phate | 
to mean at par value. Bates v. "Cherry Vv. 


bE sne0a savidee ness t le ctgee ote dbeagion ix, 359 
“calls” for gold not in writing. Riston v. 
GUE, 4 <4 taewedsccannonneoducekanree vii, 27 


sale of shares by brokers, usage of stock ex- 
change, indemnity against calls. Bowring 
Se Rann iv, 77 

action on sale of stock, resale on buyer's re- 
fusal to accept not necessary to right of ac- 
tion. Merriam v. Kellogg............. , 129 

agreement to return stock purchased on ten- 
der of money within fixed time. Wood- 
worth v. Morris....... b dacs Jaiets cueee i, 494 

margins; corners. 

right of customer to whole business day to 

make margin good. Cameron v. r- 





Lyman’s Administrator .......... ecesed ii, 3574 


pT Ee Pee eee ee ey eC es .. vii, 298 
recoupment in action to recover margins. 

Bailey v. Martin.......... .++.++ses+: iv, 
carrying stocks on margin; rights of parties. 

Markham vy. Jaudon............sseeee.- q 
margin. Knowlton v. Fitch............ viii, 297 
illegality of agreement to effect corner in 

oe ae v. Shaw...... v, 111; iii, 235 

pledge of st 
see also, pledge. 
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Stocks — continued. PAGE, 


pledge - stock held in trust; notice. Prall 
SS ar ea ree xvi, 169 
cn of stock deposited as collateral by 
rehypothecation. Lawrence v. Maxwell, 


viii, 393 
sale of stocks pledged; notice. Bryan v. 
RE sey tia viii, 284; vii, 123 


pledge of stock-certificates standing in name 
of one as trustee. Shaw v. Spencer... .iii, 193 
tranafer of stock. 
see also, corporations. 
validity as sents execution creditors, of as- 
signment of stock, though not transferred 
on company’s books. Oerther v. First N. 
Bank (with notes)...............e-00- xx, 142 
necessity of transfer on books of company as 
between assignee of certificate and execu- 
tion creditors. Bloomington Bank v. Grid- 
ley (with notes)...........6. ccseeeeee xx, 123 
alteration and retransfer of assigned certifi- 
cates left in possession of assignor; assignee 
not estop Eaton v. N. E. Tel. Co., 
xviii, 198 
presumption of ownership of stock ; name on 
books; 5 Se of dividends. Turnbull v. 
Nh chat heheh, tina haibereiie be dail xvi, 415 
transfer aa stolen stock by forged power of 
attorney ; compelling company to issue new 
certificate. Pratt v. Taunton ©. Co. (with 
ac 6 nc winitidie ee dée baceebs owas xvi, 251 
transfer by thief of stock certificates indorsed 
in blank. Winter v. Belmont M. Co..xvi, 319 
transfer of stock obtained by forged certifi- 


cates. Hambleton v. Cent. O. R. R. (with 
MORES). oo or ncccasccccseccscsccsces coe xv, 442 

for, "tsigamical “of stock. Hambleton v. 
WEEE. oo is cvccccescescs escccces ++-.Xv, 107 


question of equitable assignment of stock as 
against assignee in bankruptcy. peer 


v. Strasburg N. Bank..... .........-. 66 
effect of transfer not recorded on Roe 

Johnson v. Underwood............... viii, 361 

Smith v. Am, Coal Co.............--. viii, 14 


agent’s wrongful transfer to himself of stock 
delivered for third person. Crane v. Onder- 
CR. sah hed couetsaiddde 406ncalea viii, 349 
what is @ valid transfer as between original 
stockholder and company ; requirements of 
by-laws. Isham v. Buckingham error vii, 40 
evidence of usage to transfer without inquiry, 
stocks standing in name of one as trustee 
incompetent. Shaw v. Spencer....... iii, 175 
of bank stock ; previous assignment not en- 
tered on transfer book. Cady v. Potter..i, 397 
124 


purchase of stock carries right to dividends 
from date of contract. Black v. Homer- 
sham (with notes)................ xix, 267, 301 
stock dividend as between present beneficiary 
and remaindermen. Moss’ Appeal....xviii, 143 
action for dividends not maintainable by 
owner deprived of stock. Hughes v. Ver- 
MORE Cy TE. OO. no cnc c ccs cdseccoccss: xvii, 234 
question who entitled to dividend declared 
before transfer of stock payable on day 
named afterward. Hill v. Newich. Bank, 
xiv, 284 
purchase of stock where seller is to hold for 
ma right to dividends. Currie v. 


DR dis Knwiat adit baceadle lbh a 
stock-dividends, 
cases noticed. Hill v. Newich. Co. (with 
notes) wihhibit cihnintitntibe tas eneasiog xiv, 419 


question between special and residuary lega- 
tees of right to stock ; increase of capital 
stock of company pending settlement. 
Bushee v Freeborn........ ...--+.++- xii, 349 





Stocks — continued. PAGE, 


right of legatee of stock to scrip-dividends de- 
clared after death of testator, Brundage 


whether profits on issue of new stock went 
to income or capital. Wiltbank’s Appeal, v, 
stock-dividends; question whether accruing 
be income or capital of trust fund. Leland 


TW, TEAFGGRs 00iscss ccgecccscqeccocceces iv, 
profits of stock; stock-dividends. Wilt- 
RU ROR go 55.008 d cticesccccccccces iii, 


Stock-exchange ; see stocks; brokers. 
Stockholders ; see stocks ; corporations ; banks ; 
railroads ; insurance ; bankruptcy and insol- 
vency, etc.; contribution, ete. 
Stoppage in transitu, 
connected topics : sale; carriers; and topics 
there referred to ; bills of lading; factors, 
etc. 
stoppage in transitu ; part delivery ; lien of 
master for unpaid freight. Cooper, ex parte, 
xix, 
stoppage in transitu,; insufficient notice to 
carrier. Clementson v. G. T. R. R...xvii, 
defeated by delivery of bill of lading to trans- 


feree for value. Leask v. Scott....... xvi, 
when ftransitus terminates. McLennan v. 
Gerrie’s Trustee (with notes)...... .... Xv, 
TORR WH, TOI, inne occdicdie icctieeste XV, 


constructive delivery. Watson, ex parte. .xv, 
when — not lost by arrival. Barrow, ex 


DONG. 66 60006 resweds 6406150006 s0ssss xv, 
stoppage in transitu; vendor's rights. Pat- 
Ec anni ccc cnc: cvdeerssand vi, 
cash sale; effect of insolvency of purchaser. 
Clarke v. Lynch. .. ....0..c000 scccese iii, 


Storage ; see warehouses; bailment. 
Strikes ; see mobs and riots. 
Subrogation, 
subrogation between lien creditors; priority 


of mortgage over judgment. Hoff’s Ap- 
Manis ddawescns .440ssicenescaseacses xv, 
ee also, insurance ; sureties ; mortgages. 
Subscriptions, 


connected topics : associations; corporations; 
stocks ; churches, ete. 
subscriptions for books ; agent’s authority. 
Stoddard v. Warren........ .....006- xix, 
subscription to build church ; who should en- 
force. Knoxboro Pr. Soc. v. Beach . . xviii, 
case of subscription ; gratuitous promise and 
not enforceable. College 8 St. Church v. Ken- 
Gath CTA MOOR) 6.2 «05.56 050dccsccces xvi, 
action to recover subscription-money when 
not maintainable. Clegg’ v. Galveston H. 


Go. Ca MORON. 6 650060. cessed 000s xvi, 
conditional subscription for stock. Caley v. 
Philadelphia & C. R. R.......... «.-- Xv, 


subscriptions conditional on completion of 
road; waiver. Randolph County v. Post, xv, 
subscribers to stock not stockholders till ac. 
ceptance by company. Starrett v. Rockland 
GE ii diniaind 0b ctinwiie os 06 4m 05 cne 6a 00 xv, 
question of consideration ; note contingent 
on completion of road. Stevens v. Cor- 


ee cabs a6 6deeresesccsens xiv, 
Mich. Midland R. R. v. Bacon ........ xiv, 
question of fraud in inducing subscription. 
Upton v. Trebilcock................-- xii, 


obtained by clergyman during service how 
far binding as against church. M. E. Church 
V. BherMan. .......0cccccece. socccee - xi, 
validity as to subsequent subscribers of law 
changing obligation of stockholders, Ochil- 
tree v. lowa Construction Co....... — 
action by receiver against one subscriber _ 
common purpose. Lathrop v. Knapp.. 
when railroad is ‘“ completed.” Parsons ne 
Tilden ......... 


170 
252 


62 
394 


341 
39 


251 


359 


286 

67 
203 
203 
300 


81 


81 
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Suscriptions — continued. 
subscriptions to charity; deciding objects of 
charity by vote of subscribers; public policy. 
Molten V. MadGem..........cscccoseoses ix, 
action for subscription payable to board of 
trustees; change of trustees. Wayne, etc., 
Institute a ee vi, 
action to recover subscription for stock in un- 
organized company; statements of pros pec- 
tus. Kelsey v. Nothern L, Oil Co...... iv, 
conditional subscriptions ; directors not au- 
thorized to release ; joinder of action by 
judgment creditor of corporation. own ¢ 
bes tes agg A ee ili, 
adoption of unauthorized subscriptions for 
church. Church of Redeemer v. Crawford, 
iii, 
promise to subscribe if railroad built to cer- 
tain place. Des Moines V. R. R. v. Groff. .i, 
Suicide ; see insurance (life). 
Summary proceedings ; see forcible entry and de- 
ainer, 
Summons ; see writ and process. 
Sunday, 
connected topics: ilegal contracts ; negli- ° 
gence, ete. 
traveling on Sunday. 
liability for injury to plaintiff driving on Sun- 
day. Baldwin v. Barney.............. xx, 
injury from defendant’s dog frightening horse 
of plaintiff driving on Sunday. Schmidt v. 
Humphrey (with notes).............. xviii, 
railroad not liable for personal injuries to 
ay traveling on Sunday. weenete - 


M. BR. R (with notes) .......sces0- 
what unlawful traveling. (Me.) O’ Connell ¥ 
PUNE, oo 6 oc ccascee pemeneeeaccctine 
traveling from charity, ‘Doyle v. Lynn & 3 

ONS, Ole acta sida np Sala acaihinsds® « ecaeabratemmeedinat xiii, 


town not liable for injury to plaintiff travel- 
ing on Sunday by defect in highway. (Vt.) 
Johnson v. Warburgh (with notes)..... xii, 
driving cattle illegally on Sunday no defense 
in case of injury by defective bridge. Sut- 
SO. TRI, 6 oon c's ce endcseccsen viii, 
journey on Sunday to visit one’s children not 
violation of Sunday law. (Vt.) McClary 
v. Lowell (with notes)............... . Vi, 
conversion of team hired. 
wrongful use of team let on Sunday. Smith 


IO 5. 0scu.... caanwaaasearenninnee xvi, 
over-driving horse hired on Sunday. Frost v. 
Plumb (with notes)............ x, 197; xi, 
injury to horse hired on Sunday. Parker v. 
Latner (remarked on) ............ viii, 199, 


action lies against hirer of horse for pleasure 
on Sunday, for injurious driving. Hall v. 
Corcoran (with notes)........ vii, 357; viii, 
miscellaneous. 
new note given on Sunday in exchange for old 
one; contract void. Stevens v. Wood ..xx, 
indictment for keeping open shop on Sunday 
under act forbidding open store, held bad. 
Sparrenberger v. State (remarked on), xviii, 
bond valid if delivered on week-day, though 
signed and sealed on Sunday. State v. 
TE 006 orb h6 6650000054608 moueniion xvi, 
validity of bond made on Sunday but dated 
and taking effect on week-day. Hali v. Par- 


OP CU BOO og «50 0 08 assusdvecsn xviii, 
note made on Sunday to pay for land sold the 
day before. Morgan v. Bailey........ xvi, 


negligence of railroad in running Sunday 


trains. Walsh v. C.M., etc., R. R....xvi, 
company liable for cutting hose placed by 

firemen across track on Sunday. Hyde Park 

v. Gray (with note)..........ceeeeeeees xvi, 


PAGE. 


127 


114 


839 


337 
21 


163 


73 
95 
143 


109 


317 


364 


53 


482 


337 





Sunday — continued. 


PAGE. 
validity of act forbidding Sunday dramatic 
performances, (N.Y.) Neuendorf v. Duryea 
xvi, 70 
loan on Sunday void and not wens 
Meader v. White (with notes) ........ 
Sunday contract assignable. Johns v. Bailey, 
xv, 107 
sale on Sunday ; check paid and delivery made 
on secular day. Plaisted v. Palmer (with 


notes) a rs ra dial aaah dele Aiasapiin aia xiv, 111 
action for deceit in Sunday sale. Plaisted v 
PD, cc nepainainiarinddeeus exneel xii, 62 


breach of warranty on exchange of horses 
made on Sunday. Eberle v. Mehrback. .x, 187 
invalidity of guaranty executed on Sunda by 
agent without principal’s knowledge. Mose- 
| Serr ree re ix, 63 
note dated on week-day and delivered on Sun- 
day ; bona fide holder. Cranson v. Goss, viii, 109 
rescission of contract illegal as wellas making. 
Benedict v. Batchelder............... viii, 69 
business meetings of benevolent society ; ex- 
— of member. People v. Young Men’s 
i R « ss2acisenerane viii, 28 
injury by explosion of boiler of harbor steam- 
t carrying passengers on Sunday. Car- 


roll v. Staten I. BR. B.... .....cecsecee viii, 46 
dealings begun on Sunday and afterward car- 

ried into effect. Bradley v. Rea........ v, 415 
admissions of debt on Sunday, competent. 

Beardsley v. Hall 20.2.2 scrcsccccccees v, 417 
order for goods dated on week-day, but Sanat 

on Sunday. Cameron v. Peck ......... v, 351 
attempt to rescind exchange made on Sunday. 

Myers v. Meinrath...........0ssseeeees y, 


note executed in another state on Sunday; 
presumption as tolex loci. Hill v. Wilkie, ili, 118 


Sunday loans. Finn v. Donahue..... innedy mee 
conveyance on week-day in pursuance of Sun- 
day contract. Hamilton v. Gridley...... i, 81 


Supplementary proceedings ; see execution. 


Suppo: 


or topics : easement; real property; 
mines. 
lateral support ; presumption from twenty 
years’ enjoyment; English doctrine con- 
cerning. Angus v. Dalton (remarked on), 
xix, 42, 441 
damage to building by adjoining excavations; 
New York act. Dorrity v. Rapp...... xvii, 174 
implied covenant of vendor for adjacent sup- 
port. Siddons v. Short.............. xvii, 127 
working mines so as to affect lateral support. 
Birmingham vy. Allen (in full)......... xvi, 410 
ongeneng ae by prescription, etc. Steven- 
fon V. Wallace .. ..ccces coccsevecces xv, 391 
giving notice to neighbor of intended im- 
provements. Shafer v. Wilson...... -xv, 438 
prescriptive right to lateral support, Mitch- 
ell v. Rome (remarked on)............ xii, 291 
right of surface owner to support from sub- 
jacent mines. Marvin v. Brewster M. Co. 
(WIG NOLES). 0:00.05 c0csccvecee cosas xii, 182 
adjacent support; digging clay. mene 
V. GilliS.. 0.0 eee e eee ee eee cee er ence ess i, 178 


Bs s.ict tekhesn ds actneieancaelbed i, 84 


Sureties, 


as to their relation to various proceedings, . 
see ttachment ; bail; bank- 





ruptey ‘and ' oan (discharge), as to 
official bonds, see also, office and officers; 
— and constables ; other connected 
topics : alteration of instruments ; guar- 
aunty ; contribution ; subrogation ; 
negotiable instruments. 


pay- 
ment ; 
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Sureties — continued. PAGE. | Sureties — continued. PAGE. 
liability in general. duties of surety and creditor as to pursuing 


surety for selling-agent only liable within 
territory referred to in instrument. White 
See eeerrrecrrrrrs xx, 295 

liability of sureties of bank messenger taking 
bank money. German Am. Bank v. Auth 
idee mahenecde antennas oe xix, 9 

sureties of city contractor for payment of 


workmen not liable for wages earned 
before bond was executed. iebold v. 
EE eee eres xix, 399 
liability of sureties for default prior to execu- 
tion of bond. Thomas v. Blake...... xix, 519 
not presumed to undertake for past losses. 
BN Ws PIER, voce nncccscccecsescss xv, 194 


not liable for official defaults before bond exe- 
cuted. Nashville, etc., R. R. v. Harris, 
xiv, 316 
liability for neglect of principal in inspecting 
oil, causing explosion. St. Louis C. Court 
Ti SE A654 p0cdantheadons iaces . xvii, 93 
for what breaches of duty surety is not lia. 
ble. . Tayler v. Parker... .....0--..0 xvii, 39 
how far payment by principal of interest on 
note affects rights of surety. Schindel v. 
Gates (with notes)..............+.... xvii, 459 
statute of limitation runs as to surety in 
spite of part payment by principal debtor. 
Steele v. ot er (with notes).......... xix, 438 
liability of tax collector’s sureties where de- 
falcation is made up by extra tax. Oakley 


WEE cacdawasendien© aa .eeeeXVi, 228 
construction of bond extrinsic evidence. Bel- 

SE I nn acccdcabacene cnaad xiii, 62 
practice of attorneys becoming surety for 

costs. Willment v. Meserole.......... xi, 404 


surety on distillery bond; how far precise 
locality of distillery is essential. U. 8. v. 
DY tiestdictedisadebonts okeendaed xi, 142 

on guardian’s bond liable only for funds le- 
gally received for wards. Gunther v. 


when discharged and when not. 
surety signing conditionally not liable unless 
condition is complied with. Daniels v. 
Rr ee ee ree re xx, 515 
surety not discharged by principal making 
settlement by conveyance in fraud of bank- 


rupt law. Harner v. Batdorf ......... xx, 377 
omission to inform surety of principal’s de- 
fault. Richmond v. Kasey............ xx, 158 


contract of extension; consideration; dis- 
charge of surety. Stillwell v. Aaron (in 
ck nccussaceceasnidedncenssvacesd xx, 186 

discharged by extension of time for usurious 
consideration, Stillwell v. Aaron.. ...xx, 297 

extension of time to principal; neglect to 
proceed against principal. Maier v. Cana- 


WN 0d.60b 6.6656 6b 000606460096 cde seees xix, 517 
not discharged by invalid agreement for de- 
lay. Howell v. Sevier............... xix, 95 


creditor’s negligence to resort to principal’s 
property within reach. Fegley v. Mc 


Bp ee BIII. o o cevceccncee ssccseed xix, 446 
concealment of principal’s default by person 
secured, Dinsmore v. Tidball........ xix, 180 


creditor accepting payment from principal 
debtor in fraud of bankrupt law. Ken- 
tucky N. Bank v. Cooke............. xviii, 439 

surety on lease ; variation of terms of letting 
between landlord and principal. Holme v. 


| | | xviii, 295, 177; xvii, 271 
_ Telease of surety by creditor giving up col- 
i Campbell v. Rothwell, 
. xvii, 252 
mortgage given to secure surety afterward 
becoming insolvent ; creditor’s rights, Mor- 
ris, CB PATte. ..ssceceeves 6665060000000 BOO 


lateral security. 





arris v. Newell (with notes), 
xvii, 3 

bankrupt surety discharged by extension 

— principal. Valley N, Bank v. Mey- 
eee cccecccccccccsete coccseccceces xvii, 351 

PO nec of government toward default- 

ing postmaster. United States v. Wright 
CO IE, 5 a.sicccocassasssesateecs xvii, 99 

bankrupt’s surety not released by payment 

recovered back as preference. Watson v 


principal. 


POAQUC... occ seeeesceesseeeceseseees xvi, 57 
waiver of defense of fraud by surety. Rinds- 
POUT ©, DINOS, 6.5. os.0 v50-ccdse g2serees xvi, 266 


surety not discharged by forging of prior 
surety’s name, Stoner v. Milliken....xvi, 186 
duty of employer to inform surety on em- 
ployee’s bond of latter's character and pre- 
vious conduct. Sooy v. State (with ~~ " 
2 
remedy of surety paying debt enol rs 
against principal limitations. Reeves 
Wi I vacicviecousas sasce_osanees xvi, 488 
sureties for rent not released by landlord 
waiving condition against ———— or 


sub-letting. Morgan v. Smith........ xvi, 282 
discharge of surety by time given principal. 

cuales Gas Co. v. Dickinson.......... xv, 30 

Thompson v. Bowne............ -.+: xvi, 104 


time given in respect to one payment not a 
discharge of surety as to subsequent pay- 
ments. Croydon Gas Co. v. Dickinson, xv, 374 

by modification of contract without surety’s 
consent. Sage v. Strong sail va eal xv, 124 

accepting a composition in discharge of debt. 
WRREOOM F. TOMO. 6 6 655505500 ccc ces xv, 354 
question whether surety on lease discharged 
by distress, etc. McNamee v. Cresson. .xv, 273 
contemporaneous parol agreement with prin- 
cipal; estoppel. State v. Potter....... xv, 107 
bond signed on condition that co-surety 
should be obtained. State v. Barker..xv, 374 
prior and subsequent sureties; stipulations 
between principal and subsequent sureties. 
Oldman v. Broome................-+: xiv, 377 
surety not released by discharge in liquida- 
tion of principal. Jacobs, ex parte (with 
notes)...... ecdiiathdilaacdigihc: aaaatak nba ee xii, 838 
signing on promise that co-surety named in 
bond should sign also; erasure of name of 
co-surety. Russell v. Freer........ ... x, 267 
mere taking of collateral security on time not 
an extension. Cary v. White (with notes),ix, 23 
pursuing remedies against sureties of bank- 
rupt defendant; alluwing action against 
bankrupt to proceed. Holyoke v. Adams, ix, 110 

discharge of surety by bankruptcy. —— v. 
PO 0.6 dc ences rccsactatescts sesesces x, 97 

discharge of sureties by arrest of principal - 
federal military authorities. Belding be 
PN. ccc c6dencnsccnesscccsessess 0606 33 

effect of payment by principal chunoued 
avoided as fraudulent preference. Petty 
Ws CRIS 66 cn tcicccdcss 6 -tsececsess iv, 204 
notice of principal’s default; suretyship and 
guaranty distinguished. McMillan vy, Bull’s 
Di, SR dedtdddescddee Kasbéeedeea’ iv, 191 
release by change ‘in terms of agreement. 
I a lin cuit audeed aan naewad iv, 158 
right of lessor’s sureties to notice of lessee’s 


default under special agreement. Barhydt 
6 SIS ee PRS OF eee iv, 140 
discharge of surety by extension of time. 
Oriental F. Corp. v. Overend...... .... iv, 77 
conditional authority to another to sign one’s 
name as surety. Bagot v State ...... iv, 32 


—- of Compa in bankruptcy after 
breach. Claflin v. Cogan......... ....1ii, 496 
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Sureties — continued. 
agreement to take part a in fall. 
Oberndorf v. Baltimore U. Bank 
— of surety to plead usury. Allerton v~. 
0.0. 96-6 090010 696 es eceecesongeos iii, 
surety pan bound where co-surety erased name 
before delivery. Stute v. Blair ........ iii, 
inducing surety to sign by false representa- 
tions as to the law. Reed v. Sidener.. .iii, 
surety bound though condition as to co-sure- 
ties signing not performed. State v. Blair, iii, 
discharged by creditor compounding with 
principal. Oberndoff v. Union Ban ae 
duty of creditor as against surety, to make 
the most of mortgage given as further 
security. Phares v. Barbour.......... ool, 
contribution ; subrogation. 

right of surety to contribution against co- 
surety. Taylor v. Reynolds........... xx, 
action by surety compelled to pay debt against 
principal not directly liable on account of 
statute of limitations. Reeves v. Palliam, 
xvii, 
principal liable to surety for costs and ex- 
penses incurred in securing payment of 
debt. Thompson v. Taylor 
subrogation uf surety paying debt. 
v. Blakeslee 
mortgage given as collateral by principal 
debtor not assignable to surety paying debt. 
Whitney v. Franklin 
liability of co-sureties ; defenses. Blenis - 

EE ORES 
subrogation of surety paying debt to benefit 
collateral given by principal. Cory v. 
utr nti TE OE ee xi, 
equitable doctrine of mutual wane 3 

Monson v. Drakeley.............se00-: 
subrogation of surety paying debt as against 
co-surety, Hess’ Estate 
default of insurance agent; rights of sureties 
> to subrogation, etc. Hough v. Etna Ins. 
(HERES ORES SES OREOS SA EIASE DAS OOEHS vi, 


CRF: TOURIEE oo ocd vciccctccsecees iii, 
death of surety. 
deceased surety; joint undertaking. (N. Y.) 
Randall v. Becket ....ccccccsccsceccece xix, 
estate of deceased surety not liable. Jordan 
PN occsoseddssnkientameun ere: 
discharge by death of surety after judgment. 
EH, BOO acscsncccnccoeccn o50 xiv, 
estate of surety signing note jointly dis 
charged by his death. Getty v. Binsse (in 
full) 
death of surety ; continuing guaranty. 
SRD GT. FOO a ooo ce vensscoscccssceses vii, 
decease of surety, when a discharge of estate. 
Pickersgill v. Lahens............ +0ecaey 
actions on bond ; counter-claims. 
debt due to surety not admissible in suit 
ainst him and other sureties on their bond. 
an Meddlesworth v. Van Meddlesworth, xi, 
breach of contract with principal not availa- 
ble as counter-claim, Lasher v. William- 
Soc ovcesccvccecsecccesceceecesoece 2, 
effect as to surety of recoupment by principal 
when both are sued together. Springer v. 
Dwyer .....2006 Kb rbbbOEES KEde, BOOS vii, 
miscellaneous. 
taking security from principal ; not an admis- 
sion by sureties of validity of bond, Roun- 
EE Wi 5 a65 04-40 cenneutsaneais xx, 
action for deceit against surety making false 
affidavit of justification ; effect judgment 


on undertaking. Cormier v. Hawkins. XV, 
Survival ; see action ; abatement ; joinder. 


149 
73 
182 
72 
497 


337 


439 


155 


v, 478 


241 


111 
94 
105 


310 


517 
258 
359 


268 
189 


417 


187 


155 


395 


289 





PAGE. 


Taxation ; also, see internal revenue ; churches ; 
banks ; telegraphs. 
other connected topics : constitutional law ; 
office and officers; municipal corporations; 
mandamus, etc. 
miscellaneous principles. 
validity of state taxation of bonds secured by 
mortgage in another state. Kirkland v. 
Hotchkiss (in full) 
riparian rights taxable as real py = 
Minnesota. Minnesota v. M. Mill Co. 
public driving park used for horse racing aa 
taxable under statute as public exhibition. 
United States v. Buffalo Park (with notes), 
xX, 
rights of purchaser at tax-sale on subsequent 
taking of the land for public purposes. 
Coehen v. Council Bluffs School District, xix, 
award by Alabama claims commission not a 
taxable debt. Bucksport v. Woodman, xviii, 
taxation of toll-bridges ; of bridges over navi- 
gable stream. (N. Y.) Hudson River Bridge 
Co, v. Patterson ........cccccscees: xviii, 
public property exempt on general principles. 
West Hartford v. Water Comm’ers . . xviii, 
invalidity of state tax on auction sales of im- 


ported goods. Cook v. Commonwealth (in 
DNS: tns: étsndagerasanbemes seaenes xviii, 
stamp act not direct taxation. (Canada. ) 
Atty. -Gen. v. Queen Ins, Co.......... xviii, 
bankrupt estate in hands of assignee taxable. 
Mitchell, ve (in full)............-. xvii, 22, 


money received by queen for British subjects 


under treaty ; petition of right, Rustom- 
jee v. Queen EE EE SO Pere ramen xv, 
tax on carriages under English act ; exemp- 
tions. Speak v. Powell...........--.. ix, 
tax on debt secured by mortgage a double 
taxation (remarked on.)..... é0neee o0 0 SW, 


questions of residence and situs. 
see also, domicile. 
validity of tax on non-residents, though de- 
prived of right to vote. Moore v. Fayette- 
ville 
domicile ; taxation of person residing in two 


places. Thayer v. Boston (in full)... .xvii, 
taxation of non-residents, (N. Y.) Tiffany v. 
WN. coc ‘sesecadsed badersenetaeaeees viii, 
taxation of vessels; situs of steamers, etc. 
People v. Commissioners ......... «+. xi, 
Morgan We POS ork. 350 000d ix, 41; vii, 
what is residence in city for purpose of taxa- 
tion, Ball v. Pierce. ........ccccsceee vii, 
remedy of one assessed in two towns on same 
property. Dorn v. Fox........ .....e6. v, 
assessing non-resident’s property. (Mich.) 
DURES 6. DAD. 6.055560 dnesadevedeianer iv, 
liability of assessors assessing non- ——— 
Bailey v. Buell.. nceadin awed iv, 47; iii, 
of non-residents by New York town assessors. 
People v. Brownell.............0+ee0e: iii, 
domicile ; burden of proof ; evidence. Hurl. 
Det V. GrOGM 25. .ccccsccccccccscscce. os ii, 
removal; Rhode Island act. ‘Telpp v. Brown, i, 
exceptions. 


land held by university for purposes of profit 
cannot be exempted. (Ill.) North-western 
Union v. People 
exemption of lands held for cemetery pur- 
ses; only ground actually used exempt. 
People v. Graceland C. Co........... Xviii, 
exemption of company furnishing water for 
city purposes; exempting property to be 
acquired. Portland v. Portland Water Co., 
xvii, 

exemption of anime not assignable. W il: 
son v. Gaines. . ovessay 


469 
413 


403 


501 
198 


337 
177 


413 
216 
26 


318 


276 
261 
333 


401 
173 


409 


280 
254 


15 
240 


i, 275 


275 


390 
435 
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Taxation — continued. 
"ent exemption unconstitutional. Ellis v. N. 
pdaswiecegecnegcboneeea- gona xv, 

—— ’s immunity from taxation not trans- 

to purchaser at mortgage sale of 

pens Fe Morgan v. State (in full)... .xv, 
lessees of charitable institution not exempted. 
German Society v. Philadelphia ....... xv, 
taxation of gifts for charitable uses. (N. Y.) 
Lord v. Litchfield. ...........cccce-ces iv, 
statutory exemption of hospital a og dis- 
continued by leasing. People v. New = 
Tax Commissioners ...........s.se.0: i, 
exemption of public library; what is a —_ 
lic library. Seovtlense Athenaeum v. Tripp, 
iii, 

perpetual exemption granted by legislature to 
encourage manufactures. East aw M. 


Co, v. East Saginaw...........++-++++++ ii, 
oe taxation; see also, municipal corpora- 
tions. 


taxation by city of its own bonds unconstitu- 
tional. Murray v. Charleston City Council 
Ge TD xtc cnccecnca <qesaneesee xvii, 321, 
taxing farm lands within city limits for muni- 
cipal purposes. — v. Pittsburgh (with 
notes) . -Xvii, 
Memphis tax-district le rislation ; added terri- 
tory not liable for oes debts. United 
States v. Memphis . 
judgment debt 
against taxes. ville v. Nashville. ..xv, 
meticipal taxation to aid manufacturers. 
Citizens’ Association v. Topeka (in full), xi, 
void village assessment; effect on assessment 
following year. (N. ¥) Angelica Trustees 
FEET tore eer ii, 
tawation of national banks. 
exemption of national bank building though 
part of it is occupied by cashier. Lancas- 
ter County v. L. eee xix, 
assessing bank ca’ ital ; investments in legal 
tender notes. New Orleans C. & B. Co. v. 
OR a og kc ch ane Kicncctceoress xix, 
construction of clause in national bank law 
protecting banks from unjust taxation, Peo- 
ple v. Commissioners..............- xviii, 
validity of taxation of tangible property and 
shares of national banks. Danville B. Co. 
ee er a ne ee xviii, 
charter exemption of bank building ; not ap- 
plicable to part not occupied. De Soto Bank 
v. Memphis ....... C0b4> 0 0600s 0soe0 xviii, 
—=> discrimination against national banks. 
‘oledo M. N. Bank v. Cumming (in full), 
xvii, 
taxation of bank stock under New York act; 
deduction for real estate. People v. Tax 
I 5s awn 06:d ccanccdndndecsad xv, 
tax on bank capital invested in government 
securities; recovery back. People v. Madi- 


son Supervisors..........00.-s00. ee 
assessment on shares of national bank void. 
Sandy Hill N. Bank v. Fancher........ vi, 


federal treasury notes; national bank cur- 
rency. Montgomery ‘C. Commissioners v. 
BG Ati had dees Mae ines wn beceed ii, 
taxation of corporations generally. 
liability of public water company to taxation 
though controlled and property used by city. 
Des Moines W. Co., Appeal of........ xix, 
selling lots owned by gas company for taxes 
asse on pipes, void. Gas Co, v. Char- 
eer rerrr err reer xix, 
state tax on = receipts of insurance com- 
panies. North American Ins. Co. v. Com- 
monwealth (with notes), xviii, 403; (in 
fal .. -Xviii, 
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Taxation — continued. 





PAGE, 
validity of tax on gross receipts of railroad 
company. State v. Ph. W. & B. RK. R., xvi, 418 
taxation of corporate stock. Memphis v. Far- 
IIs 00s cncncesnscdss soesseesiacs xv, 188 
Pennsylvania act taxing franchises of coal 
companies. Kittaning Coal Co. v. Com- 
MIE a6. 60s dak da gnces dvesia cade xiv, 
taxation of railroads; injunctions on by fed- 
eral courts. Taylor v. WR cctencané xiii, 331 
Missouri act exempting railroad company 
held temporary only. Bailey v. Pacific R. 
Bive+. S0bmi dsb deebndumaswkings seaecns xi, 271 
Bailey v. New 


202 


taxation of scrip dividends. 
York Central, etc., R. R 
stock of foreign corporations not taxable here. 
Trowbridge v. Comm’rs of T 
liability of foreign corporations to English 
income tax. Att’y-General vy. Alexander, ‘ 
xi, 349 


143 


309 


valuation of capital stock for taxation. 
ple v. Tax Comm’rs.............-..00. ix, 
exemptions granted railroad company ; reser- 
vation of legislative power; revoking ex- 
emption. Tomlinson v. Jessup escceces vii, 283 
assessing railroad land; non-resident land ; 
defects in assessment-roll. Buffalo, etc., R. 
R, v. Erie County Superv’rs...........- vi, 259 
assessing real estate of railroad company. (N. 
Y¥.) People v. Barker................. vi, 241 
correcting assessments on corporate property. 
Seats. Howland...... a aes be ot ewe i, il 
levy on property of bank, under warrant for 
- on stockholders. Sandy Hill N. Bank 


exer tion in railroad charter not ene 
Wilmington R. R. v. Reid 
taxation of non-resident corporations. (N. Y. ) 
Jones v. Bridgeport.........-.-ese0e0- iv, 
taxation of franchise of mutual insurance 
company; deductions in reckoning cash 
capital, etc. Coite v. Conn. Ins, Co..... iv, 
validity of Iowa act for taxation of express 
and telegraph companies, U. 8. Expr. > 
=. rrr 


Wy Bs 560s 6041 nev Sedrcendcepanees i, 
of horse railroad track, etc., as real estate. 
WOE V. CROMEY, «0 s0c0ses crccsccscece 5, 
assessment; valuation. 
equalization by state assessors. People v. 
Mi <eetndsconupdees cadnneequsnd xx, 
duty of county board of equalization i in Iowa. 
Getchell v. Polk County Superv’rs....xix, 501 
powers of New York city board of estimate 
and apportionment under laws of 1873. 
People v. Board, etc...... ........000- ix, 375 
duties of supervisors to equalize valuations, 
Pa quasi-judicial. (N. Y.) Bellinger v. 


Ws 6 ca cnsc dese caseedacesscvnaaes viii, 167 
judicial discretion of assessors in determining 
situs of land for taxation. Dorr v. Boeker, 
v, 247 
power of supervisors to reconsider levy. Beck- 
WHER Vi ING boc cccccsccvcne coccece ii, 234 


personal liability. 
individual liability of assessors. Williams v. 
ac 50h b 0ess ps caecqnsns ad xviii, 455 
measure of damages for refusal of supervisors 


to plac; judgments on tax-list. Dow v. 

INTE BR BN 5 o.cssc sccacced cand xiii, 147 
collector of taxes giving receipt for check 

drawn without funds, not liable for dishon- 

est use of receipt in effecting sale of lot. 

Babe) ¥.. LO. .. c0cccccse cesses ses ix, 328 
action against city collector omitting notice 

by purchaser at tax-sale. Hamilton v. Val- 

SS Pe Kwndbees eds edagwmeniel i, 490 
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Taxation — continued. 








PAGE. 
assessment and collection generally. 
action to remove cloud on title in case of un- 


constitutional tax assessment. Townsend 

Ti NP Ns 400 cénacdddadesder ences xx, 814 
practice in assessment in New York city. 

GN OU ca diicdks 604 'sadadeed¥s vans xix, 296 


property taken under tax-warrant not re lev. 


iable. (N. Y.) Troy & L. R. R. v. Kane, 
xvii, 254 

due process of law in case of tax. McMillan 
v. Anderson (in full).................. xvi, 335 


refusal to enjoin collection of tax for mere in- 


formalities. Albany M. Co. v. Aud.-Gen’l 

(itm full)... 2... sce eeeeee cece ieee eens xvi, 451 
faults in assessment vitiating tax. (Wis.) 

Marsh v. Clark C. Supervisors........ xvi, 395 


equitable action by tax-payers to restrain col. 
lection of tax. (N. Y.) Commiss’rs v. Jef- 


eg rrr Tyre ree xiii, 118 
form of oath to assessment-roll. People v. 
WOU ii nastieci noice cat céasehsaassass x, 


assessment of rents on leases in fee; correc- 
tion by supervisors. (N. Y.) People v. Del- 
oe ge rere re x, 271 

reenactment of tax act; penulties cannot be 
revived for past omissions. State v. Jersey 
ID ss ir saben deecasseesbinnacesedanes ix, 328 

attachment and fine for non- -payment of taxes; 
New York practice; residence. Nichols, 


Ws cia dvdcigddaghe ss itive esau Serbs saat ix, 242 
enterin — property on tax-list. (N. Y,) 
I Ws GO 5 5 on os bi inka ccsaacesd viii, 312 
election of he anes under New York 
act, People v. McKinney............ viii, 379 
incomplete warrant; verification, etc. — 
om OO CON fc a50cs bast: 4h ameeetees , 167 
illegal roy ir es in affidavit ae - 
pe 4 stfall v. Preston....vii, 154 
duties of assessors as to annual assessment 4 
New York. Clark v. Norton.......... 58 
publication of notice by comptroller. (N. YS 
Westbrook v. Willey.............2.00- vi, 158 
remedy for intentional over-valuation by as- 
sessor. State v. Central P. R. R....... vi, 97 
assessments and reassessments under New 
York laws. Overing v. Foote.......... vi, 171 
irregular assessment-roll ; corrections of roll 
after sworn to; actions ‘against supervisors, 
assessors, etc. Westfall v. Gere....... iii, 14 
injunction for irregularities in collecting legal 
tax; refused. Center Gravel Co. v. Black, iii, 338 
requisites of valid assessment of personal 
mare d under New York law. Cruger - 
NE ccesces sscavese e+ ili, 16; i, 162 
valuations ; refusal of tax payer to answer. 
(N. Y.) Wauwatosa v. Gunyon....... .. ii, 216 
irregular assessments; remedial statutes. 
Hamilton v. Fond du Lac.. . li, 137 
appeal to comptroller from supervisors ; prac- 
tice. (N. Y.) People v. Hillhouse.....ii, 71 
time for completing assessment-roll ‘under 
New York act. People v. Matheson ..... i, 122 
taz sales and deeds. 


connected topics : judicial sale, etc. 
sale to town for taxes ; disclaimer by town ; 
writ of entry. Field v, Hawley ......xix, 482 
sixty years tax lease (N. Y.); regularity of 
proceedings for sale. Donohue v. 0” Conor, 
xix, 481 
prior mo rigage not affected by tax sale (N. J.); 
power of legislature. Morrow v. Dows, xvi, 170 
merger of tax title bought in by original owner. 
GE C.F oc ivntcegevesgsvoanses xv, 389 


delivery of deed on tax sale; what does not 
amount to. Ritter v. Worth........... xi, 401 

ht to redeem; tender; effect of bankruptcy. 
ampton v. 
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Taxation — continued. 
tax deed of comptroller; irregularities ; pre- 
sumption as to validity. Johnson v. Elwood, 
ix, 
collector failing to restore balance of distress 
to owner, held trespasser ab initio. Carter 
NE 54-406 hana dilasnas ns cenneen oes vii, 
invalidity of act declaring recitals of tax 
deed conclusive evidence of regularity. 
McCready 7 TE, so a0s0s050u vi, 33; v, 
possession under tax deed, as against mere 
strangers. Thompson v, Burhans..... vi, 
tax title taken by tenant for life held for bene- 
fit of reversioners. Phelan v. Boylan. 
treating tax deed as void, where put on tN 
before office hours by collusion. Mather v. 
US ho cccchas, a4 eons succeed iv, 
tax title avoided by existence of personal 


property subject to tax. Bowen v. Dono- 
WEE 65.404 sceetincncssnsspesiessaeed oe iii, 
who entitled to redeem; grantee of dower in- 
terests. Rice v. Nelson.............6+: ii, 


imperfect description in certificate. 
payment of illegal tax. 
connected topics : payment. 
true cwner required to refund taxes paid by 


purchaser ignorant of title. Goodnow v. 
pT eer Pet xx, 
refunding taxes by order of county court. 
N. Y. Catholic Protectory, Matter of....xx, 


what is a compulsory payment of tax; * pay- 
ment under protest. Union Pacific R. R. v. 
County Commissioners ........... ... xix, 
payment to prevent seizure of goods is invol- 
untary and recoverable back. Vicksburg 
ia ae dands sr ahabaesscaneen xviii, 
sale under invalid assessment; recovering 
back taxes paid. Lamborn v. Dixon C. 
Commissioners............. seesseee xvii, 
jurisdiction of court of claims; action to re- 
cover back over-paid tax. United States v. 
Ss 5>-5-5s:20 ace seaeene> cencmne xvii, 
payment of tax under illegal assessment not 
voluntary payment. . U. Tel. Co. v. 


MIE o's <a sa ta Ce onate scasmasesecces xvi, 

tax paid by reason of threats of litigation not 
recoverable. Lea v. Memphis ........ xvi, 
what is voluntary payment. Wright v. Eaton, 
xv, 

tax paid voluntarily not recoverable. Peyser 
Ty TE BOE oo icc tccaccscvessacsess xiv, 


the state the equitable trustee of persons vol- 
untarily paying illegal tax. Shoemaker v. 
Commissioners (remarked on).......... vii, 
no recovery back for tax payer paying under 
void order of county judge. Bailey v. 
Bs 6055 sivas Radeda eetese sO vii, 265; iv, 
se county taxes under special act (N. 
Y.); retrospective construction. People v. 
Winter GaperviMtees ..o..s ciccass taces vi, 
giving second tax deed where first is defect. 
ive. McCready v, Sexton 
recovering money paid under protest on iitegal 
assessment. Rogers v. Greenbush 
payment under order of court. Bailey v. 
Buell 
payment of illegal tax not voluntary payment. 
Commonwealth Bank v. New York..... iii, 
voluntary payment to collector not recovera- 
ble. Fishkill First Nat, Bank v. Shuster, ii, 


recovering back illegal tax. Hubbard v. 
I Socishccidu Ce etanbans'cceecse carn ii, 
Telegraphs, 
connected topics: letters; carriers ; bail- 
ment ; taxation, etc. 
tn general. 


contract by telegraph consummated by deliv- 
ery of acceptance in telegraph office. Minne- 


PAGE. 
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149 


869 
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16 


138 
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elegraphs — continu PAGE. 
sota Oil Co. v. "Collier L. Co. (with notes), 
xviii, 


state law invalid as infringing privileges un- 

der act of congress. Pensacola Tel. Co. v. 

W. U. Tel. Co. (in full).......... xvii, 277, 306 
state tax on gross receipts of At com- 


pany not a tax on commerce. U. Tel. 
i MN a ndRidesvetaensasis + cesds xvi, 265 

a lines taxable as real estate. W.U. 
We GAA. Wo ENB. 0 0 osgcce sestcwssece xvi, 186 


contract completed by deposit of acceptance 
in telegraph office. Minn. Oil Co. v. Collier 
Lead Co. (with notes). ....... ...-+..6- xv, 

non-delivery of messages; damages. 

recovering special damages for delay in de- 
livery. McColl v. Western U. Tel. Co., xix, 

damages for failure to deliver must be such 
as naturally follow. Barnesville N. Bank 
v. W.U. Tel. Co. (with notes)........xviii, 

duty to transmit message though intended for 
immoral pur Western U. Tel. Co. v. 


389 


300 


63 


Ferguson (with notes)....... ....... xviii, 2 
non-delivery of message; damages. Logan 
WD PkG hs ccaknebiesnsadet caeatene xvii, 93 
loss by recipient of telegram through com- 
pany’s mistake. Dickson v. Reuter’s Tel. 
ae Se ee ae xvi, 429; xv, 187 
measure of damages for neglect to transmit 
cipher message. Sanders v. Smart (with 
PAbtdrddckdenedn 6vctennegka xiv, 152, 159 
failure to transmit message. Sprague . 
Western Union Tel. Co... ............ , 369 
errors in transmission. Bartlett v. West. Un’ 
Mc asided. 405000 bas dnesioundenes x, 31 
measure of damages for mistake in message, 
causing purchase of wrong stock. Ritten- 
house v. Ind, Line of Tel....... vi, 33; iii, 215 
mistake in telegram prima facie evidence of 
sapere. Rittenhouse v. Ind. Line of 
I ted wrest shh edacelad cad deel vi, 33; iii, 215 
measure of damages for —— transmis. 
sion. Baldwin v. U. 8. Tel. Co........ iv, 95 
presumptions as to transmission a message. 
Elwood v. W. U. Tel. Co.............. iv, 139 
buyer sending message not responsible for 
error of telegraph clerk. Henckel v. Pape, 
iii, 17 
taking messages for points beyond own line. 
Leonard v. New York Tel. Co.......... iii, 192 
measure of damages for sending goods not 
ordered through mistake in message. 
Leonard v. Slew York Tel. Co......... iii, 192 
mistake in message. Playford v. Un. King. 
Ws SO OR Bn ceeds. 60d 00:0 ii, 236; i, 84 
forwarding message over connecting line. 
Baldwin v. U. 8. Tel. Co.............00. i, 28 
restriction of liability. 
stipulations against own negligence. West. 
Un. Tel. Co. v. Fontaine............... xv, 234 
validity of condition as to repeating mes- 
sages. Passmore y, Tel. Co.... ...... xiv, 15 
conditions for absolute “on eh for errors 
held invalid. Bartlett v. W. Tel. Co., 
xi, 129 
Rm ge non-delivery; conditions, 
v. West. Un. Tel. Co. (in full), x, 389 
conditions as to night messages ; negligence ; 
rule of damages. True vy. Int. Tel. Co., viii, 148 
printed regulations ; night messages ; cipher, 
Candee v. West, U. Tel. Co. (in full). . - Viii, 
errors in unrepeated messages. Tyler v. 
West. Un. Tel. Co. (in full)......... ..Viii, 181 
stipulations as to repeated m es. Sweet- 
land v, Tel. Co. (with notes). ..vii, 213; iii, 192 
i, 23 
agreement on blank that company should not 
be responsible for errors. Breese v. U. §S. 
Tel, C0. .cccccccccccccccce cccccccccescWly B98 








legraphs — continued. 
age as to repeating messages ; measure 
of damages ; lost profits of intended ship- 
ments. Graham v. West. U. Tel. Co. (in 
full) 
effect of sender signing printed form; condi- 
tion as to time of making claim. Wolf v. 
Western U. Tel. 
miscellaneous. 
disregard by sheriff of injunction by tele- 
graph. Smith, ex parte 
duty of company as to making posts, etc., 
safe in city streets. Ward v. Atlantic & P. 


PAGE. 


i wanswnanced iii, 192; ii, 376 


bnadcviecbaacoe we xx, 498 


7 Ere sree xvi, 390 


property in dispatches of stock quotations ; 
what is publication. Kiernan v. Manhat- 
ge eer ree xiii, 32, 
contracts by telegraph; statute of frauds. 
Godwin v, Francis...... bicsssessenewlds i, 
Tenants in common, 
connected topics: partition; joint parties 
and causes of action; partnership. 
conversion of ttels by co-tenant. 
DOG Wa, BRR 6b odccenteessicccssdecks 
what is adverse possession by co-tenant. 


34 


521 


Kinney v. Slattery........000. sccceee xx, 214 


selling horse for stable expenses by authority 
of only one tenant in common, a conversion. 


Gee He Bliss dod sth caqesisecsuviias xix, 500 


tenants in common of growing crops ; sever- 
ance of right of action for conversion of, by 


devisee of land. Stall v. Wilbur...... xix, 377 


product of common land converted by co- 
tenant. 
trover by tenant in common against co-tenant. 
Grove v. 
rights of purchaser of estate from tenants in 
common as against prior mortgage by one 
of them. Horrocks v. Rigby 
relation of parties where land is let on shares 
for single crop, that of tenants in common. 
WOE Ga THO osiccieiaded scccceec xviii, 
appropriation by one tenant of produce of 
common property. Kean v. Connolly (with 
notes) 
question whether tenancy in common or joint 
ténancy created ; per stirpes or per capita, 
Stevenson v. Lesley 
question between lien creditors of tenant. 


Kean v. Connolly (in full). .xviii, 288 


ee rer err re xviii, 138 


a dees Ahi xviii, 138 


76 


POROSESASEIEKES BHD BOCes 00000 xviii, 208 


ree Free xvi, 371 


Millard v. McMullen... .........cccees xv, 233 


contract by tenant in common to convey whole 
estate, enforced as to his own share. Long- 


worth i, RAG) sabideceicsu <std xiv, 250 


joint liability for animals kept in common. 


Jack v. Hudnall SOP ee per ee xiii, 275 


to co-tenants. Mott v. Richtmyer PE xi, 208 


severance of tenancy ; conversion of crops by 
co-tenant, Lobdell v. Stowell 
conflicting grants of easement by one and by 
all the tenants in common. Crippen v. 


partnership and tenancy in common distin- 
guished 
partition of lands and accounting for rents 
between tenants in common; making ad- 
ministrator of deceased tenant party. tt 
v. Guernsey 
erecting buildings on common property ; rent 
by tenant in possession ; interest on a4 
received by him. Scott v. Guernsey... 
declarations of tenants in common as to title 
- , women against each other. Pier v. 


10 


Baldwin v. Burrows......... vi, 126 


ideditdeeses vi, 306 


12 


KdeamiddensccanesceaddeyessccuSeus iii, 33 


conveys by one tenant in common, Crocker 

ffan 

rights of cotaneate as to possession. 
Vs FRO, oc ccccsccdenee cdedenieeaen iii, 

purchase by one of adverse title; right of 


) or, se Le LG 3 See 
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Ate ux 
Vin 


¢. %% 3 


dibiinmewddbeseisddieswéaepie iii, 394 
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Tenants in common — continued. P 
co-tenant to participate. Mandeville v. Solo- 


replevin by co-tenant. Witham v. Witham, ii, 
action of trespass and trover between occu- 
piers under different tenants in common. 


Jacobs v. Soward ......cccccccccccccces ii, 
what amounts to waste by. Bailey v. Hod- 
OD. a 6d 5d e 5404s deg aside couaealense ii, 
tenancy how created by devise. Fisher v. 
RECT OE rer ert ee ii, 
tenants in common of crops. Armstrong v. 


RS Sere age rie eee eer x 
conversion by refusal to allow severance of 
crop owned in common. Chammon v. Lusk,i, 
liability to co-tenants for use and occupation. 
Israel v. Israel 
contract by one tenant in common of machine 
for its use by another. Foster v. Magee, i, 
incumbrance removed by one tenant; contri- 
bution. Titsworth v. Stout............. i, 
Tenants by curtesy; see curtesy. 
Tenants at will; see /andlord and tenant. 
Tenants for life; see life tenants. 
Tender, 
connected topic: payment. 
tender of costs to solicitor’s clerk. F weer ~ 
Bonin 
requisites of plea of tender. 


Cee eer ccrcececcsesece hé@esly 


Colby v. Reed, 

xix, 

tights of plaintiff in money tendered and paid 

into court. Schnur v. Hickox (with notes), 

xviii, 

tender of check to president of corporation 

for stock assessment. Mitchell v. Vermont 
.C 


question of valid tender. Lawrence v. Staigg, 


461 


155 
35 


239 
144 


, 120 
440 


508 


viii, 267 


actual offer of money when not vemroee 

Maietate: v. POMP «<6 s000 066000500050 li, 
Territories, 

connected topic: states. 

practice in territorial courts within control of 
legislature and courts. Hornbuckle vy. 
IS 00.5. 4,ccibnanecdentvanaaanemsed x, 

prosecution of offenses against territorial laws. 


155 


139 


Snow v. United States ................. x, 139 


Timber ; see logs. 
Tim 


e, 
judicial notice of almanac. Reed v. Wilson 


SUI MONOID. c0ss occrsesscsssecsonand xx, 283 


meaning of ‘‘ one calendar month” in sen- 
tence to imprisonment. Bigotti v. Colville 
CE OUND oss 6 cic ddnndsececcdccss tens xx, 
presumption of reasonable time when con- 
tract is silent. 
how to be reckoned in computing term of sen- 
tence. People v. Sing Sing Warden. . 
day of date excluded by word “ from.” Best 
v. Polk 
disregarding fractions of. Westbrook M. Co. 


eee ee eee eee eee eee ee eee 


2 


Shepler v. Scott...... xvii, 513 
.xiv, 100 


95 


| RE eee ornare viii, 142 


computation in — of statute of limitations. 
arren v. Slad 
Title ; see deeds ; edueres possession ; vendor and 
vendee, ete. 
Tort ; see trespass ; conversion ; joint parties and 
causes of action, ete. 
Town ; see municipnl corporations ; highways. 
Tow-boats ; see shipping and admiralty. 
Trade, restraint of ; see restraint of trade. 
Tradeemarks, 
connected topics: copyright ; patents. 
the trade-mark act of 1870 unconstitutional. 
United States v. Steffens (in full) ...... xx, 
using stove trade-mark on parts of stoves 
made to replace worn-out parts. — 
Furnace Co. v. LeBarron........ oe 


L dcidaet damon aanees viii, 108 


447 


..Xx, 213 


. | Trade-marks —continued. 





PAGE. 
degree of imitation necessary to authorize in- 
junction. Consolidated Fruit Jar Co. v. 
ID aa 5 ksh hs codaeassancieeta xx, 258 
degree of resemblance necessary to enjoin 
book as imitation. Robertson v. Berry, xx, 18 
rights of parties combining trade-marks for 
export purposes. Robinson v. Finlay, xix, 58 
invalidity of the trade-mark legislation. 
Leidersdorf v. Flint (in full), xviii, 382, 429, 442 
equity jurisdiction of circuit court, irrespect- 
ive of parties’ residence........... xviii, 140 
protecting use of name of place as against 
one not doing business there. Braham v. 
NR iin 't8do <dbetaenenes ceed xviii, 57 
protecting name of individual ; enjoining use 
of one’s own name. McLean v. Fleming, 
xviii, 38 
protecting name of individual SS to un- 


atented invention. Singer M. Manuf. v. 
BNL 6 ix-a:s ars coud beats! dea deebapaeamiacn te xviii, 388 

treatment on new substance patented. Lino- 
leum M. Co. v. Nairn... ........... xviii, 18 

bottles indelibly marked with design. Rose 
Wid 66.050 ninaenn sacs sac bsidns ed xvii, 472 

ae use of name of town. Siegert v. 

a cain cadd a scdete hace sepnewe xvii, 453 


infringement of trade-mark; wrapper on soap. 
E. Morgan Co, v. Schwachhofer (in full), 
xvii, 229 
use of name of original producer of unpat- 
ented article. Massam v. Thorley’s Cattle 
OB. 6s dscudcrcoesscncessscesoess xvi, 209 
what constitutes. Coleman v. Crump. “xvi, 852 
use of word “Bethesda” on packages of 
mineral water. Dunbar v. Glenn (with 
ee CLOTS CR RTT T ET xvi, 148 
use by manufacturer of his own name; re- 
taining firm name after retirement of origi- 
nal partners, Carmichael v. Latimer, xvi, 73 
numerical symbol may be. Kinney v. Allen, 
xvi, 54 
deception of public by plaintiffas a ground of 
defense to application for injunction. 
Hennessy v. Wheeler........ ......+: xv, 454 
assignment of trade-mark. Witthaus v. 
Ns c2ccvsaaeuubane opdbis sesame sands xv, 
injunction against person of similar name 
carrying on like business. Devlin v. Dev- 


DOG 66k Jada asctdcnbeoets, scssdesennes xv, 290 
question of infringement. Cheavin v. Walker 
xv, 148 
law of imitation of trade-mark. Singer 


Manf. Co. v. Wilson (remarked on)..xiv, 199 


simulation ; degree of resemblance. Popham 
9; CRD 646 Kidde Khe KS ear ddan cesadl xiv, 39 
deceptive trade-marks not to be protected. 
Hennessy v. Wheeler (with notes)..... xiii, 89 
use of one’s own name as trade-mark. Me- 
neely v. Meneely (in full)......... xii, 193, 220 
satel to protect use of deceptive words 
COE OI on. bins cdbsscienenness xii, 242 


protection of fancy names; “ Apollinaris” 


water. Apoll. Co. v. Norrish (with notes), 
xii, 307 

words which will not be protected. Caswell 
PMs 66 cides Bests deccsons cdsasaes xi, 384 

trade-mark used in fraudulent business not to 
be protected, Wolf v. Burke.......... x, 316 
use of name of town or city. Glendon Iron : 
Oa: ¥: Uhlet Ga f0D).6 o6sdis ccc iscssces x, 110 


allowing plaintiff's name and mark to remain 
on parts of guns bought as old iron, 


Richards v. Williamson................ x, 112 
use of words of science. Caswell v. Davis, 
viii, 205 
use of name of place a trade-mark. New- 
man v. Alvord ......... j000ssedeaed viii, 126, 
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Trade-marks — continued. 
name of place of manufacture on labels of 
starch. Wetherspoon v. Currie ....... vii, 
protection of use of figures “303” on Gillott 
pens. Gillott v. Esterbrook............ vi, 
protection of corporate name. Holmes = 
POON BS GD 5 oicwadetcs vevivedeces 
protecting number of street as part of ‘tande- 
mark. Glen v. Hall M. Co............ y, 
fraud in use of trade-marks ; what constitutes 
statutory offense, Low v. Hill 
spurious imitation; liability of consignee 
orant of fraud. Upmann v. Elkan. .iv, 
efiniteness of decree against use of trade- 
mark, Boardman v. Meriden B. Co .. .iv, 
use of word “original.” Cooks v. Chandler, 
iii, 
in product of nature, as mineral water. Con- 
gress oe Co. v. High Rock Cong. Sp. 


Co, (im full). .... eee ce eeeeeceeeeees iii, 
terms in common use not subject of appro- 
priation. Choynski v. Cohen.......... iii, 
name of place of manufacture. Wother. 
PNG GIRO, ois cdescé Shedncesses iii, 
using trade-mark learned from employer after 
latter’s death. Hovenden v. Lloyd...... ii, 
— of legal trade-mark; imitation, 
rdman v. Meriden Brit. Co.......... ii, 


use of firm name; defense of fraudulent 
practices by plaintiff. Lee v. Haley. . 

use of words “patent thread” as part - 
trade-mark. arshall v. Ross.......... ii, 
right to name of business purchased. —_ 
DONE Wy MIND ooo 5 ie: ceseens hsebcens 

“ Punch” and ‘‘ Punch and Judy.” Bradbury 
WD, FON s on cise dnoe es 665s cinsedecsanrses a 

using name of patentee after expiration of 
og Wheeler & W. M. Co. v, Shakes- 


evden ; see highways; Sunday. 
Treasurers ; ; see office and officers, etc. 
Trespass, 
connected topics: animals ; crops ; cattle ; 
real property ; negligence, etc. 
miscellaneous. 
action for trespass held not affecting title to 
real estate and subject to limitation of 
amount as to appeal. Scully v. Sanders, 
xix, 
trespasser on a liable for use and occupa- 
tion. Nat. Oil Co. v. Bush........... xix, 
ownership of Glaintiff admitted by pleading 
justification. Potter v. Smith........xvi, 
consequential damages for trespass. Brown 
Ta icsas ‘inccchemariocsconsess Xv, 
measure of damages for timber cut by mis- 
take on another’s land and sold, Winches- 
WP We Rs aed cecesiececes cecksaved xiii, 


for retaking cattle "seized while tres ing; 
exemplary damages. Allaback v. Utt, viii, 
liability for malicious trespass causing unfore- 
seen injury. Munger v. Baker........ viii, 
trespass de bonis ; assault on person not to be 
included in damages. Plumb v. Ives. . viii, 
real estate ; case of open trespass; silence of 
owner no ground of estoppel. Calkings v. 
ID aheakicrceciscesceeess viii, 
interest allowed in trespass; contribution 
among trespassers. Wehle v. Haviland, vi, 
cutting grass in highway by permission of 
surveyor; carrying away and using it a 
trespass ab initio. Cole v. 
pleading ae Y) mitigation of damages in 
trespass. (N ehle v. Haviland . 
costs in action - trespass on land. (N. YS) 


PAGE. 


824 
349 
109 

44 
178 
110 
397 


438 
880 
156 


155 
16 
16 

218 

218 


218 


397 
181 
244 
377 


150 

46 
153 
218 
395 


381 
435 


.v, 202 


Turner v. Van Riper.......... ode beeus iv, 125 





— continued. PAGE. 

use of force to retake goods from trespasser. 
Bemk de VT. Bie. o:.. cc cccccsccccesssess iii, 73 
continuing trespass. Close v. Samm...... ii, 278 


action for seizing and threatening prisoner 
under arrest to compel confession of — 
Stallings v. Owens..............-2eee0. 
for setting dog on plaintiff; justification, 
Hanchett v. Bassett .......-.......005+ i, 184 
in trespass for ——s _ on plaintiff’s land. 
Murphy v. Fond du La i, 
merely riding in team aowtng it to be im- 
perly used by driver, not a trespass. 
Hubbard WS CU as cw ccasccsces secre i, 199 


Trial; see also, jury ; verdict ; criminal law. 


directing verdict against part failing to sup- 
= Westen of orig Heath v. Jaquith 
Peith CINE cca cc ccccwis ce sos cet xix, 143 
limiting counsel to thirty minutes’ argument 
on trial of felony, unreasonable. Dille v 
PIPE TTC eer xix, 422 
what is a waiver of objection to evidence, 
Wagner v. Jones ........... éooctens xix, 421 
use of slang by j — in charging not ground 
for new trial. atkins v. Weaver. .xviii, 218 
when general objection is insufficient. Mc- 
OCullogls v. ToGMOR. .. cccccscesscese xvii, 352 
when case must go to jury, though evidence 
uncontradicted. Kavanagh v. Wilson, xvi, 71 
when refusal to submit to jury proper. Cutts 


WV. Gelld ... crcccccccccccccssocceces xvi, 55 
lan a, of — charge. Continental I. 
i WE on ck cceieavesudesé-00ased xvi, 391 
right of judge to give opinion as to weight of 
testimony. People v. O’Day.......... xv, 254 
charge as to effect of failure to produce wit- 
ness. Bleeker v. Johnson............. xv, 431 
form of requests to charge. Beaver v. Tay. 
Pines Koes Seas sccdas vegeictss ecede xiv, 339 
duty of judge to correct verbal inaccuracy in 
request. State v. Wilner ............ xiv, 445 


rules of practice as to method of introducing 
evidence. Chicago Unit. Society v. Faulk- 
MOP... sdcccdwescccccessccpuescteece xiii, 14 

when judge may discharge jury during trial 
and summon another. O’Brian v.Common- 


wealth (with notes)..........+-+.++++. xii, 291 
satisfying jury to “a moral certainty” not 
necessary. Johnston v. Bush.......... xi, 285 


right to open and close. Millard v. Thorn, xi, 44 

attorney’s minutes of former trial. Crouch 
V. PPOPEOP occ cccccccccsccecess ce seve =, 

admission of evidence without objection does 
not prevent objection to its use for issue not 
made by pleading. Williams v. Mech. Ins, 
Co 


communications of judge with jury without 
knowledge of counsel. Watertown Loan 
EM | Perrrerrrrer reer teers viii, 141 
waiver of objections to evidence by urging 
only intenable objections. Height v. Peo- 
WED 6 vccccnrcvcseccvsceasecsscoessdesie vii, 331 
trials by judge; rule as to excluding evidence 
compared with rule in jury trials. Brookman 
i I wna é tdceeeinsacinntascedess vii, 330 
trial of issues as to separate defendants. (N. 
Y.) Utica Nat. Bank v. Manhattan 8. In- 
GUTAMIBOEL,. « 6:6.c.0.0:50:0:0.0. 06400 180560. 00064 vi, 288 
request to charge ineffectual if erroneous in 


part. Hodges v. Cooper..............- iv, 173 
discretion of court as to repetition of testi- 
mony. Aiken v. Stewart.............. iii, 33 


striking out direct testimony where cross- 
examination prevented by accident. People 


Ti NR «56 shad siededecscevedesditduds lii, 252 
applying for new trial for improper instruc- 

tions. Smith v. Gillett. .............. ii, 116 

Tinson v. Welch ............2..-- viii, 56, 96 
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Trial — continued. PAGE. 
affirmative of case. Chatham Bank v. Hoyt,ii, 71 
reading to jury former opinion of supreme 

court on the case. Dimes Savings Inst. v. 


PO THOR. oo. ccas cesiescssssasos ii, 174 
waiver of erroneous admission of evidence. 
Mead v. Spaulding. ........ .....ess00. ii, 49 


refusal to charge as to which side must sup- 
— burden of proof. Chicopee Bank v. 


hiladelphia Bank ............0..ee.00. i, 457 
jury-waived trials under Rhode Island act. 
Mitchell v. Wilaon .......ccccccsecseoee i, 417 
Trial by jury, 


connected topics : jury ; criminal lau, ete. 
what is a waiver of right. Baird v. New 
CE veedvddgiendtendabads veueereee xviii, 418 
right where causes at law and equity are 
joined ; waiver. Wheelock v. Lee...xviii, 318 
right to jury trial before police justice. (N. Y.) 


POOPIO V. COR. 6 osc c cascscvccesesss xix, 116 
no constitutional right of trial by jury in 
equity. Bellows v. Bellows.......... xix, 37 


inability of accused to waive right of jury 
trial, even for misdemeanor. State v. Lock- 
wood (with notes)......... xviii, 262; xvii, 322 
Minnesota act authorizing compulsory refer- 
ence void. St. Paul & 8. R. R. v. Gardner 
COR MONE oo iis Sik o's dc Ciccdnncndcuans xiv, 127 
agreement to waive jury avoided by subse- 
quent amendment changing issue. Gage v. 
Chicago Se Serer ore xviii, 259 
trial by jury of minor offenses. People v 
Justices (remarked on), xviii, 241; (in full), 


xviii, 254 
state law abridging trial by jury. Walker v. 
NOD... ce-pseidhudeuasddaauke xiii, 371, 313 


presumptions as to regularity of proceedings 

not indulged to deprive party of right to 

trial by jury. Garnharts v. United me, 
42 

trial by jury of issues settled in equity; onant 
cannot nonsuit. Birdsall v. Patterson, vii, 409 

power of justice to order on own motion. ‘Van 


Sickle v. Kellogg... ........ ccsccesseees ii, 175 
Trover ; see conversion. 
Trusts, 


connected topics: annuities ; perpetuities ; 
powers; charities ; statute of frauds ; 
ee capacity ; embezzlement, etc. 
miscellaneou 
rights om duties of joint trustee, action by, 
where co-trustees refuse to join. manne v. 
PE ¢ pciscivsviedeseecbasascasgete 334 
what is sufficient creation of trust under New 
York statutes. Donovan v. Vandemark, xx, 275 
what constitutes appropriation of trust funds 
by trustee to third person’s debt. Hodge 


Ve Meppeehe, ....cciccceerssccss cesses xix, 16 
acceleration; interim income. Green v. 
SE ere ee. ere xviii, 216 


acceleration of trust; heirs at law not ascer- 
tainable previous to ancestor’s decease. 


Greene v. AbOrD. .........cccccccecccess i, 418 
trust estate not to be bound by trustee’sagent. 
PNOW V. BOGE. 6 ooo. ices cccsseensen xvii, 292 


contract of sale of estate devised in trust 
made before testator’s death. Bissell v. 
nn eee, 5 OEE Pn Cee Tere xvii, 162 
action to reach surplus income paid to judg. 
ment-debtor under trust. (N. Y.) Williams 
Th SN 6.0 iiece.ciccaaecumem xvi, 244 
election by conduct as to taking trust prop- 
erty in specie; notice to trustees. Meek v. 


| OPE TTYT ree rrr TT TT Terre xvi, 207 
enforcing trusts in relation to land in another 
state. Burnley v. Stevenson......... xii, 259 


jurisdiction over trust fund belonging to non- 
resident beneficiary. Page’s Estate....xi, 205 
34 





Trusts — continued. PAGE, 


personal interest of trustee in trust. Ram- 
melsburg v. Rape ....... ..ss.e0. oee-XV, 377 
question whether power to dispose of property 
included power to mortgage. Stiefel v. 
COIR 6 63 00:556000 cat ndackanmands ed Xv, 233 
action against maker wrongfully obtaining his 
own note from trustee, Penobscot R. R. 
VU, PRO ss i: decdaccciesisnasressasdce viii, 16 
fund in trust for use of one of trustees; rights 
of judgment creditor. Wetmore v. Trus- 
food : 


agent employed by trustee to collect claim 
liable for paying over to cestui. Hancock 
Pee an PP reper vii, 314 
trust for purpose of liberally educating 
plaintiff; action for accounting; parties. 
Petrie v. Petrie... 2...cccccces sosscess vii, 42 
severing trusts of real and personal Property 
—- ry same clause of will and void in 
n 


i eee Er Torey e vi, 210 
oclmenenne from beneficiaries to commer 
LS |, Eee ree rere rrr ery Te 218 
consideration of covenant to stand aad. 
Trafton v. Hawes..........cceccceeeees vy, 
requisites of instrument appointing trustee of 
land. Dillage v. Greenough....... ... iv, 142 
trust for benefit of widow, etc., construed. 
Mayhew v. Godfrey.............0ee0005 iv, 220 


when devise of land to trustees vests at once 
in beneficiary. (N. Y.) Adams v. Perry,iv, 172 
active trusts; trusts to enforce forfeiture of 
lands. (N. Y.) Adams v. Perry........ iv, 174 
trusts by parol. Lantry v. Lantry........ iv, 144 
request or approval of beneficiaries may be 
manifested by joining in — 


WROD. V.. PRIOR oo o.0s. 05 serccedasvccats iii, 377 
trust not revocable by reason of breach by 
trustee. Abbott v. Olds............... iii, 254 
introducing defendant’s answer to prove trust. 
C.F). CEE We Bg o o.0:cn.0.0:s-ca snare iii, 215 
devise or bequest on trust without declaring 
trust. Saylorv. Plaine................ iii, 193 


trustees unauthorized to confess judgment 
binding trust property. Hunt v. Town- 


DES OO SUE ee rnd aera Ch ii, 738 
who is trustee of express trust under New 
York act. Rawlings v. Fuller.......... ii, 33 


question whether settlement was carried into 
effect so as to enable beneficiaries to claim 


on donor’sdeath. Stone v. Stone ...... ii, 17 
leases and sales of settled estates under Eng- 
lish act. Shepheard, re................ , 454 


contingent and conditional trusts. 
trusts contingent on unlawful marriage; sev- 
erance of trusts. Pawson v. Brown....xx, 476 
exemption of devise from debts of benefi- 
ciary. Nichols v. Eaton (in full)..... xiii, 432 
condition that trustee shall sell only on con- 
sent of grantor extinguished by death. 
Kissam v. Dierkes................ e+: vii, 188 
trustees holding notes for particular purpose 
not cuthediecd to enforce condition named 
in them. Des Moines R. R. v. Graff... .iii, 193 
precatory trusts. 
absolute gift to wife for benefit of family ; 
“full confidence,” etc. Hutchinson v. 


Roi civndccnecdaesameyasowekdee xviii, 379 
precatory trust. Stead v. Mellor..... xvi, 
question whether words of confidence created 
trust. Biddle’s Appeal.............. s.xv, 298 
life-tenants, 


trust to pay over on death of life-tenant ; 
questions of rights and duties of trustee. 
Stokes’ Appeals.............5 sseseees xv, 298 

how far life interest in rents and profits is 
subject to creditors in hands of trustee. 
Easterly v. Keney........ etibewedadely iv, 111 





266 


CASE-INDEX. 





Trusts — continued. PAGE, 
power of appointment to life-tenant. Springer 
rr Te ereccedovees iii, 

implied and resulting trusts. 

invalidity of passive trusts. (N. Y.) Verdir 

v. Slocum (in full) ........cccccccses xvii, 13 
extinguishment of resulting trust. (Penn’‘a). 

Bing V. Pardee. ....ccccscssccsccccse xvii, 161 


question uf equitable interest in estate given 
in fee to trustees. Yarrow v. Knightly, xvi, 207 
resulting trust not enforceable by creditor at 
large. Estes v. Wilcox............... xv, 106 
trusts ex maleficio ; enforcing parol ment 
by which defendant has obtained title to 
land. Wolford v. Herrington (with notes), 


xii, 210 
assent of beneficiary. (N. Y.) Cipperly v. 
ED >. cndiesnetagaiaes caukaecunas x, 


resulting trust in favor of party paying price 
of land purchased as jee Solent 
creditor. Milliken v. Ham............ vii, 285 
no remedy at law to recover scrip purchased 
- defendant in his own name under em- 
ployment as agent. Wheelerv. Allen. .vii, 
no trust created as against attaching creditor, 
by agreement in bill of sale that part of 
price may be paid among creditors of ven- 
dor. Kelly v. Babcock............... vii, 
resulting trusts on sale of land. (N. Y.) 
Everett v. Everett ..........00..se005 -Vi, 
resulting trust; taking title for married 
woman paying consideration, conveyance 
by grantee to third person without her 
knowledge. Foote v. Bry: i 
question of resulting trust on 
land by one on joint account. (N. Y.) Levy 
ree Shs dich cubees sees iv, 
—_ fraudulent'purchaser as trustee for in- 
j parties. Jenckes v. Cook....... iii, 395 
Troy Bank v. Wilcox ....i, 
Smith v. Wright......... i, 337 
implied and‘ resulting trusts in New York. 
OND B. DONB ss dione beds dcssdccscieas iii, 
title taken for another under verbal agree- 
ment, action for specific performance. Ful- 
Toston ¥. MeCandly ......cccccccsccccees iii, 303 
burden of proof in case of claim of trust un- 
der deed absolute on face. Lingenfelter v. 
re eer tre eee mee ii, 359 
purchase by agent for joint investors; con- 
veyance to one beneficiary, when estate to 
be considered personalty. Nicoll v. Mason, i, 337 
discretion of trustees. 
unreasonable exercise of discretion by trustees 
as to time of sale. Marshall v. Caldwell, xvii, 397 
question of discretion of trustees to apply in- 
come for maintenance. Gisborne v. Gis- 
DO a osiecdneseeties sabes Seecetes xvi, 
allowing trustee for advances made for proper 
urpose, though without leave of court. 
SENN TPM. 05 00'sksccccs-caee viii, 
discretion of trustee in particular case as to 
conveying to beneficiary on reaching cer- 
tain age. Sellew’s Appeal ....... Sens 
payment of equivalent value to beneficiary, 
iscretion of trustees. Messena v. Carr.ii, 35 
investments ; discretion ; personal liability. 
liability of trustee taking payment for cestui 
in confederate money. McBurney v. Cas- 


409 


5 


90 


267 


111 


GOD 6k thes sinc Kecdncss vcnceveseseens xix, 480 
liability of trustee on personal covenant in 
deed. Bloom v. Wolf................ xix, 243 


trustee mingling trust moneys with own funds 
not allowed for losses through payments to 
him in confederate money. Mitchell v. 
SN deeb hedceesede ks ceneseredoc’ xvi, 

acquisitions by trustee inuring to cestui. Aber- 
deen Council v. Aberdeen t 


456 


niversity..xvi, 322 





Trusts — continued. PAGE. 
compelling trustees to account under New 
York statute. Buchan v. Rintoul..... xvi, 14 
trustee required to account for profits made 
on resale under collusive agreement. Mat- 
CGR T.. BTD 6od.nccsccccecicvecs viii, 
action against trustee by beneficiary, joining 
co-trustees. Sherman v., Parish, vii, 124; ix, 
speculation by manager of steamboat for pri- 
vate advantage. Rea v. Copelin........ iii, 
investment of tfust fund in confederate 
money. Smith v. Byers................ iii, 
discretionary trust, past mistakes in invest- 
ment by trustees. Bromley v. Kelly... .ii, 
bankruptcy of defaulting trustee. (Eng.) 
Bowyer Vv. Griffin. ..........s.eeeeeeee i, 
control of trustees under English statutes. 
Pe ©... Tc 6. sec isiseedcsigncsss i, 438 
measure of prudence go in making in- 
vestments. Mayer v. Mordecai i, 333 
new appointments ; removal. 
removing trustees. McPherson v. Cox, xvii, 373 
discretionary power as to sale and reinvest- 
ment not transferred to new trustee. Bailey 


INS i cpap coccdnndaReme uae sen viii, 266 
removal of trustees, regard due to cestui’s 

wishes. Morgan, 7¢..........+.0+-0+ vii, 124 
appointment of new trustees, objections to 

trustees. Curtis v. Smith........ ...iv, 236 
removal of trustee who is also executor. 

Quackenboss v. Southwick.............. i, 482 

following trust property. 


note payable to order of one as trustee, sub- 
uent takers bound to inquire as to trust. 
Third Nat. Bank v. Lange............ xix, 522 
preference of cestui que trust to general credi- 
tors where funds misapplied by putting into 
business. Hooley v. Gieve........... xix, 518 
purchasers from devisee of land charged with 
maintenance of another not personally lia- 
ble. Jordan v. Donohue (in full) ..... xix, 335 
mortgage held in trust followed by trust in 
hands of assignee. Reid v. Sprague, xvii, 254 
following trust funds mingled with private 
account on death of trustee. Birt v. Birt,xvi, 308 
following proceeds of trust property in hands 
of broker selling. Cooke, ex parte....xv, 87 
fraudulent assignment of certificate of in- 
debtedness held in trust, right of owner. 
Moore v. Miller vi, 159 
purchases by trustees for their own benefit. 
purchase by trustee at sale affecting trust 
property. Fulton v. Whitney (with notes), 
xiv, 
selling estate to one of trustees, who is also 
a beneficiary. Tiffany v. Clark........ xii, 
purchases by trustees at their own sales. 
Terwilliger v. Brown......... ... «++. iii, 415 
purchase by trustee for his own benefit. 
Wilson v. Bridge Propr’s.............. iii, 394 
purchase by trustee for his own benefit ; ac- 
tion by beneficiaries to set aside sale; lapse 
of time, etc. Boerum v. Schenck....... i, 
Turnpike companies, 
stem topics: plankroads ; highways; | 
constitutional law, ete. 
forfeiture of turupike charter by misuser. 
People v. Williamsburgh, etc., Co....... vy, 


Ultra vires ; see corporations; banks. 
Undertaking ; see bend. 
Undue influence ; see fraud; insane persons; wills, 
United States, 
as to federal jurisdiction, see judges and 
courts; constitutional law; other con- 
nected topics: war ; states ; territories ; 
internal revenue ; public lands ; office and 


officers, etc. 
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United States — continued. PAGE. 
miscelluneous. 
federal property exempt from taxation though 
leased ssee may interpose. People v. 
United States. .. 2.2 ccccce cccssce scoee xx, 495 
state statutes of limitation not binding on 
United States. United States v. Thomp- 
gk Ee CIPee eer rer ere tre xix, 174 
lease to United States; lessor limited in re- 
covering rent to appropriations. a, v. 


I IN iisivic cs Scdienk nccdesa xix, 116 
validity of devise to United States. Dickson 
v. United States (in full)............ xviii, 293 


sovereign power intervening in suit cannot 
claim exemption. Lee v. Kaufman (re- 


WAOUMOG BO) 6. oo o.5 os cccccs~ sacs ccoes xvii, 237 
uisites of implied contract with United 

” iaahen. Knote v. United States....... xvi, 454 
devise of land to United States. United 

States v. Fox (in full). 2... <cc..cc00% xv, 412 
priority in distribution of insolvent estate. 

United States v. Eggleston........... xv, 493 

pe ee N ee eer Or ee Xv vii, 291 
right of government to follow divested funds. 

ayne v. United States................ xv, 316 


liability of government for loss by fire of 
chartered vessel. Shaw v. United States,xv, 10 
right of government to recover back money 
aid by mistake of law. McEralth v. 
NN, 25. 5.0. x a penees web caneeha xv, 272 
question between stockholders of centennial 
exhibition and federal government, Cen- 
tennial Board v. Patterson............. xv, 106 
relation of government to Union Pacific rail- 
road. United States v. U. P.R.R..... xii, 413 
devise to state or nation void. (N. Y.) Un. 
NE ©. FOB i ccindiee ts cdncevesiasy viii, 328 
priority of United States in distribution of 
insolvent estate. Allen v. United States, 
vii, 189 
devise of land to United States, void. Fox’s 
MEE véccdbicedssusensee «saneen vii, 156, 157 
federal enforcement of state —— R’y 
i F.. WPMMION, 6. o 0 cectedcsccAnedesaes vi, 308 
buildings erected by federal government held 
chattels and not taxable. Commonwealth 
V. ANGTOWS. .. oc cccsccorcccccccvessces Xv, 234 
see also, Meigs’ Appeal......... ii, 375; iii, 175 
claims against government. 
interest on judgments against United States. 


United States v. Sherman............. xix, 459 
government claims not assignable. Spofford 

Wi Gs cs sda doticds ah sbecisededas xviii, 436 
counter-claim against United States. Schaum- 

burg v. United States... ............ xvii, 172 
claims against United States not assignable. 

United States v. Gillis............... xvii, 15 


fraudulent claims against ; corporations not 
included in act. United States v. K. P. R. 
R xv, 273 
duty of secretary of treasury to pay judg- 
ments of court of claims. United States v. 
PEraay'O TE Whe oc. oc cs ccdscccescess sis xi, 125 
claim for services of vessel previously used 
in war against government. Slawson v. 
Gs SE, | bcc cane Selden oe 5 Oadby viii, 413 
invalid rule of court of claims requiring pre- 
sentation of claims to executive depart- 
ment before suing. Clyde v. United States, 
vi, 309 
assignment of claims against United States. 
Shedd v. Montgomery (remarked on),v, 216, 282 
government officers. 
connected topic ; office and officers. 
who isan “‘ officer of the United States” un- 
der embezzlement act. United States v. 
CUORROIIS. 6660 04k s oscccecscsdducad xix, 399 
action by United States to quiet title ; effect 


er 





United States — continued. PAGE, 
of judgment against its officers in state 
court, Carr v. United States......... xix, 219 


forbearance of government toward defaultin, 
peas effect as to sureties. Uni 
tates v. Wright (with notes) ...... xvii, 99 
government liable for securities deposited in 
sub-treasury through procurement of gov- 
ernment officer for fraudulent 
United States v. Boston S. N. Bank (i (in 
Pca ccsindsins «cs eemabin teceoeee xvii, 188 
government not responsible for omissions of 
officers. Hart v. United States. ......xvi, 482 
deputy marshal not liable to suit for official 
breach of duty, Elyea v. Williamson, xvi, 225 
government not liable for agent’s unauthor- 
ized act. Whiteside v. United States..xv, 193 
validity of verbal agreement between army 
contractor and secretary of war for sup- 
plies. Grandin v. United States....... xi, 270 
right of government agent for purchase of 
concealed cotton to buy other cotton. 


er ee © ix, 41 
who are ‘‘ persons in employ ” of government 
officer (remarked on)... .........+-005 v, 
question of personal liability of government 
agent. Perrin v. Lyman’s Adm’r....... ii, 857 
government not liable to action for torts of 
officers. Gibbons v. Un. States.......... i, 460 


government contracts. 
owner to bear loss of vessel hired by govern- 
ment under parol contract. Clark v, Uni- 
SO ID oo kvn004000040sc0¢0m eens xvii, 74 
parol government contract not binding under 
act of 1862; quantum meruit for services 
under parol contract. Clark v. United 
i di hh dik sand cca thei henchka ae xvii, 74 
departure from terms of contract with gov- 
ernment for erection of public building. 
Hawkins v. United States............ xvii, 24 
settlement with contractor when binding on 
overnment, United States v. Corliss St. 
LMR ki tn srsinntesendus thesdoude laws xiii, 149 
action not maintainable on contract for secret 
service made by president as commander- 
in-chief. Totten v. Un. States........ xiii, 412 
recovery by army contractor for needless ex- 
pense caused him by government. Bulkley 
TN TINIE ss 6 brine vis: nisensnn esses x, 313 
Usage ; see custom and usage. 
Usury ; see interest and usury. 


Vagrants, 
Illinois tramp law unconstitutional. People 
v. Brown (with ES a oe xvi, 423 


Variance ; see action ; abatement ; pleading and 
practice ; criminal law, ete. 
Vendor and purchaser, 
of goods, see sale ; see also, specific perform- 
ance ; statute of frauds ; fixtures ; ease- 
ments ; crops. 
other connected topics: tncumbrances ; 
trusts ; covenants; conditions, mortgages; 
merger, refor mation and cancellation of in- 
struments, declarations and admissions,etc. 
in general ; agreements to purchase. 
tender of conveyance in name of third person; 
necessity of objecting. Bigler v.Morgan,xx, 15 
sale of growing fruit when not contract 4 
interest in land. Brown v. Stanclift.. 55 
surveyors measurement for parties to - 
tract ; state standard as to length of chain. 


McManus v. Gavin...........2....e0. xix, 517 
ing of appurtenances. Cave v. Crafts 
CO NINE bak uiscarnedy ps contonancens xviii, 182 
authority to sell land may be by parol, Moody 
Sy SE sink os-aeed mas sakvasucgaoues xvi, 54 
option of purchase a personal privilege only. 
Newton v. Newton......... ......0:. xvi, 73 
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vendee not entitled to insert in presence of possession under contract of sale, subsequent 
vendor at passing of papers and payment. 


Essex v. Daniel (with notes) ........... xi, 406 
want of certainty in terms of contract ; rules 
of equity in compelling conveyance. Stan- 
CRS IO oc eck vccusdvccessccsuud xi, 384 
conveyance of mill; question as to what 
— as appurtenant. Voorhees v. Burch- 
Crtethuadenes = \edde cedwece cbebdeds x, 40 
Pm se of ive v. Hien! in Sapeenens use of 
i 


maps. Phillips v. Higgins........... viii, 206 
Clark v. N. ¥ ~  & Tr. Co ..viii, 206 
a -poree whether a strip of land passed as 


ppurtenances.” Ogden v. Jennings, vii, 232 

one = ucing vendor not to perform contract 

by offering him higher price, is not liable to 

vendee. Ashley v. Dixon ............. vi, 324 
deed construed to relate back to time of con- 

tract of sale, as to condition of premises. 

Simmons v. Cloonan ..................- vi, 65 
order to sell land not an authority to execute 

contract of sale. Duffy v. Hobson ..... vi, 4 
parol authority to agent to sell land. ne v. 

PEE Spncnces 2Gdcdiddesede ciseevd iv, 302 
right of land-owner granting use of spring 

to dig other springs so as to dry up the one 


granted. Bliss v. Greeley............. iv, 94 
uncertainty in terms of quae; statement 
of consideration. Foot v. Webb....... iii, 413 


notice requisite from vendee before declaring 
forfeiture under special contract. Case v. 
Lo re ere = 339 


iii 
dependent mutual promises. District v. Franz, 

iii, 153 
effect of payment of purchase-money on lien 


of ae against vendor. Jefferson v. 
PR a ccrccdepeasestians 6460660500 iii, 118 
clause ging obligee right of election of lands 
to be conveyed. Tucker v. Griffin...... ii, 69 
parol contracts ; possession ; rents and = 
rown v. 


specific performance ; possession. 
Lord 


occupation under contract of purchase not 
adverse. Grinnell, re............... xviii, 75 
vendee in possession under parol contract may 
compel specific performance. Beardsley v. 
Dentley.........2eeececeeececeeeceese xv, 37 
vendee in possession under parol contract not 
liable in tort for taking clay from bn 
Beattie v. Connolly .............++-- xvi, 38 
question as to title to rents and profits. Metrop. 
i Gee We Rs Sd avwcctad saddecdese xv, 356 
conveyance on consideration of parol agree- 
ment, afterward et rule of dam- 
ages. Day v.N. Y. C.R.R....... .. viii, 167 
title to crops put in by vendee while in posses- 
sion of land under contract afterward fail- 
ee ere vi, 387 
occupation under wife’s invalid deed. Schott 
Dy I ig 6.6.6 5 6 Katee desi csdgsvias 259 
validity of parol contracts for sale of land ‘in 
Pennsylvania. Ewing v.° Thompson (re- 


Se ee ee ere ere vy, 
substitution of new contract by acts of par- 
ties. Davis v. Lottich................. iv, 337 


substituted performance of written engemenees 
to purchase land ; effect of part perform- 
ance. Long v. Hartwell (in full)... .iv, 8322, 389 
action for use and occupation against one ob- 
taining possession under parol agreement 
to purchase. Thompson v. Bower...... iv, 
agreements within statute. Loomis v. Loomis, 
iv, 
question of liability for rent of occupant un- 
der contract of —_—— Dennett v. Pe- 
nobscot F. G 








= partition, equitable rights of parties. 
Mee VW. THM. 02. sscccccces per iii, 304 
part payment of price; escrow. Cagger v. 
TAMGERG,. 000s ciccadccccccccssscccsacces 
verbal contract for sale of land not voidable 
by creditor of vendor. Lefferson v. Dallas, iii, 118 
purchaser not liable for use and occupation 
as execution of conveyance unless 
Dennett v. Penobscot Co...... ii, 461 
ctvgratntulion and og fd rescission. 
misrepresentations as > aoe a B of land ; 
measure of damages. Darling v.Osborne,xx, 337 
when mis-statements are such representations 
as to make vendor liable. Savage v. 
OGD 66 cd ckiccctcccscccdcoteséasecd xix, 402 
action for fraud in sale of lots, relying on 
representations instead of recorded plat. 


Porter v. Fletcher......... ...sseee-: xix, 282 
who is not a bona fide purchaser as against 
prior grantee. Alden v. Trubee..... xviii, 177 


title of purchaser for value from grantor ac- 
quiri fraudulently, good. Drake v. 
ee eee xviii, 73 
nature of fraud against which equity will re- 
lieve, breach of verbal contract to convey 
land. Watson v. Erb................ xvii, 489 
damages for misrepresentation of vendor, 
though in good faith. Bird v. Kleiner, xv, 358 
exaggerated statements of vendor as to value 
no ground for avoiding contract. Suessen- 
gath v. Bingenheimer...............-. xv, 14 
measure of damages for fraud in contract of 
Ce: TS. Sic cick cdccandcvosses xiv, 331 
misrepresentations as to neighborhood of farm 
purchased being healthy. Holmes’ Appeal, 
xii, 286 
right to rescission lost by allowing land to be 
improved and new interests to arise. 
ee We I nt nkis 6 cn cdidedsdcesncd xi, 416 
notes given for price affirmed and fraud 
waived by keeping and using land. Lins- 


Roy VW. Femgusom. 2... cccccccccccecess vii, 138 
setting aside deed for fraud ; laches. Rogers 
DN 6 intad eKicdannossanseanende vi, 244 


rescinding contract for false representations 
made under mistake. Hammond v. Pen- 
in sib.v0 40.030 0sssdebbaksedednosincene v, 156 
action to recover back excess of purchase- 
money paid under mistake as to area of 
lots. George v. Tallman...... ....... iv, 189 
setting aside sale for misrepresentation of 
purchaser as to value of estate. Hoygarth 
VW. WOMPING. 2... ccissccssccscvccses ove iv, 79 
representations by vendor as to quantity ; parol 
evidence of warranty of quantity. Cabot v. 
Chariathe. 0.6.22 cccccccsccccss coecces iii, 191 
rescission for ignorant misstatement of ven- 


dor. Babcock v. Case... ........eseee. ii, 174 
setting up fraud in action of ejectment by 
grautee. Horn v. Brooks........... eeeli, 174 


Tescission , other grounds. 


rescission by agreement; recovery of money 


paid. Tice v. Zuisser................ xix, 377 
right of vendor to rescind under special agree- 
ment. Bowman v, Hyland.......... xviii, 359 


contract not extinguished by vendee giving 
up and vendor resuming possession. Hart 
We WN sna di 05 dnk0ds <vepeceesducn xvi, 120 
sale of bark on hemlock trees to be cut 
within certain time; vendee loses interest 
on expiration of period. Kellam v. Mc- 
Ns Sis bins d0d340 44008 Ssdanncens xv, 453 
vendee refusing to perform not allowed to 
set off improvements in action for use and 
occupation. Guthrie v. Holt.......... xv, 234 


vendee not concluded by recital of deed as to 
quantity. Wilson v. Randell.......... xv, 46 
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Vendor and purchaser — continued. PAGE. | Vendor and — continued. PAGE. 
when time essence of offer to sell land. Long- title not vested until delivery of deed, delay 
Oe xiv, 250 by fault of purchaser. itchell v. Bart- 
unnecessary to return defective conveyance DOs i.cnbtinssss sesnpeee 054g cbecniwe ce viii, 94 
received but not accepted by plaintiff. failure to deliver abstracts of title in réasona- 
PE EL... nics. cctmwaeiesen aaa xi, ble time. Venn v. Cattell Rolls....... vii, 15 
destruction of: buildings by fire before tender making good title; future estates. Leggett 
of deed. Wells v. Colnan (with notes), viii, 21 v. Mutual Ins. Co.......2.6. .sseeceees vii, 110 
payments of taxes, etc., made after agreed time as essence ; effect of delay to clear title. 
time of conveyance by owner refusing to Delavan v. Duncan........0....0-s00s vii, 91 
convey, not chargeable to vendee. Duffy title made good by vendor before hearing. 
My IN, nn bcc acderdcccadhensenne vii, 414 BMRA C.. WOMB cinccsccdcivsescascs vii, 158 
breach of contract to convey; remedies at law failure of vendor to make title ; effect of 
and equity. Sternberger v. McGovern, vii, 396 vendee’s taking possession. Coray v. Mat- 
agreement of vendor to take back premises eT er rerr rr re err er rr vi, 111 
for amount paid. Robinson v. Sharp. .vii, 203 subsequent acquirement of title by grantor 
rescinding after part performance. Hammond without title. Tefft v. Munson......... vi, 436 
err eer v, 156 defective title ; abstract of title furnished by 
stipulation by vendee in contract not a condi- vendor. Hartley v. JameS............ vii, 188 
tion, and vendee not to be ejected on fail- covenant for good title does not call for war- 
ure to comply. Hornback v. Cincinnati, ranty deed. Kyle v. Kavanaugh, v, 369; iv, 220 
Se errr ee iii, 118 eviction of purchaser by foreclosure of prior 
duty of purchaser of leasehold to inquire as mortgage; defense to action on bond for 
to tenant’s interest. James v. Litchfield,ii, 16 purchase-money. Cowdry v. Quoit...... v, 384 
i. to rescind for non-production of ancient action by vendee for loss of bargain, on ven- 
ease. (Eng.) Frend v. Buckley......... ii, 17 dor’s failing to convey clear title. Drake v. 
questions as to title; incumbrances, etc. WE 523 scb0ss sa endscicecokiagustenbe iv, 
o pesneeting incumbrances paid off by vendee right to possession of abstracts of title. Holm 
to protect his interest, and which vendor Wy WHO bc cos osdaccanda.eeaccsdeaasess iv, 74 
agreed to pay. Norton v. Colegrove...xx, 495 making title ; time essence of contract; deliv- 
waiver of recourse against vendor for incum- ery of abstract. Upperton v. Nicholson, iv, 178 
brances by taking deed direct from his after acquired title inuring to former grantees. 
vendor. Herryford v. Turner........ xix, 78 McCusker v. McEvey..........+-.ee08 iii, 394 
bond to convey; subsequent judgment against rescission for defects in title. Mawson v. 
vendor a prior lien. Minneapolis, etc., R. ED 0.0:3:60hesnd0sssadanns doamedeeen ii, 482 
i Be RS ct: tensssannssnecemons xix, 181 false recital in bond as to title, good defense 
conveyance subject to mortgage; only an in- to note for purchase-money. Coburn > 
demnity to vendor, not covenant to pay WE 6s ccs canadsedeies tue bcistees , 461 
incumbrance. Moore’s Appeal (in full), xix, 257 enforcing purchase where title dutta 
right of one advancing purchase-money to Mullings v. Trinder..............++..+- , 815 
sue for breach of warranty covenant. Wil- bond given for purchase-money ; peer 
PGS TUORE 5. 66. 05,0:0:0000004040.0008 xix, 79 ag being void, in case title failed. Noonan 
license to lay water-pipes not an incum- WFD os soa fassetdsadines se casik'sa i, 360 
brance. ilkins v. Irvine.......... xviii, 338 statements of vendor as to title of vendee. 
inadvertent omission of vendor to mention in- Randegger v. Ehrhardt ................ ii, 235 
cumbrance; right of vendee to break off Gridley v. Bingham..............++.+ . ii, 236 
agreement. Rockwell v. Newton....xviii, 175 notice of interest of vendee by possession of 
omission of incumbrance in particulars of his tenant. Royce v. Flint.............. i, 
sale given by vendor. Manson v. Thacker neglect to raise objections to title in proper 
SI ceccsvadccsacne sessenee xvii, 299 time. Upperton v. Nicholson... ...... ii, 482 
bar to claim by vendee for breach of war- actions for purchase-money, etc. 
ranty. Barber v. Bradford............ xv, 375 bond of one joint purchaser for purchase- 
conveyance of right of way over another lot, money not binding on the other. Williams 
as against grantee of such lot as unincum- VW, Gemben Cin SAIN) cies nasen sg: cevwcesd xviii, 469 
bered. Pentland v. Keep... ......... xv, 376 action for instalments of purchase-money un- 
objections to title; bidding at sale with der contract. First N. Bank v. Agnew, xviii, 487 
— of defects. Freyer v. Rocke- duty of tender by vendee; tender of deed not 
I ci dt sh cise recs SG ihe hcl hal lil xii, 396 necessary. Doyle v. Harris (in full)...xvi, 450 
undisclosed agreements of vendor with ten- assumpsit for price of land sold and conveyed. 
ants occupying premises. Phillips v. Mil- Long v. Woodman... ......-.se+2-06- xv, 68 
UN ttiint dleninelindine Simngsne sn edennmmnee xii, 158 agreement after passing of title as to time 
sale of leasehold ; conditions as to title; ex- of paying purchase-money, parol — 
istence of incumbrance. Waddell v. Wolfe, xi, 14 Negley v. Jeffers..........-.scee cece 
question of notice of terms of existing tenan- failure to contract through bankruptey xt 
cies. Philips v. Miller........ .. .... x, vendee ; deposit not recoverable arrell, 
when vendor is not liable for failure of con- ea parte iad a 0AGideieeigcd dabuleeibeianiee hae xii, 275 
veyance through defect of title. Leggett v. tender of deed ; returning deposit-money on 
| eI ey Sane ix, 109 rescission. Page v. McDonnell........ viii, 300 
defects in title ; imperfect abstract; rescind- equitable action for amount remaining due 
. (Bngland.) Gray v. Fowler....... ix, 11 under contract for purchese of land. ( e 
vendee’s option to recoup or sue, when title Cobine v. Forsyth............seeseeees 825 
fails in part. McKnight v. Devlin... .viii, 312 waiver of delay in payment. Duffy v. O'Dono. 
incumbrances ; inadvertent encroachment by WR oon.cs000cs. 0sinessenediesvareets¥aa iv, 158 
adjoining owner. King v. Knapp..... viii, 286 payment of purchase-money ; enforcement of 
objections to title; time limited for; forfeit- covenant by vendor without performance. 
ure of deposit by purchaser. ant v Bowen v. Bailey (remarked on)......... iv, 122 
ING 6t0:0:<9-nce Seecnaaseoasesiel viii, 154 purchaser subject to mortgage bound for full 
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amount though only part received by mort- 
Fe ag from mortgagee. Freeman v. Auld, iii, 215 
note for part of price instead of cash; 
ing note as part of agreement. Divine 
We TN i wadce csliceccddeasd iii, 309; ii, 522 
subsequent verbal agreement to abandon con- 
tract may be proved in defense to action on 


note. Devine v. = PA cenweues «bees ii, 522 
parol evidence to show manner of agus 
of purchase-money. Paul v. Owings... .ii, 499 


form of judgment for amounts to become — 
laintiffs in action on contracts for sale of 
nd. (N. Y.) Libby v. Rosekrans...... i, 276 
mistake as to quantity ; action for money over- 
paid. Mardock Ce GR ccc veccess i, 124 
remedy of owner obtaining advance of part 
of purchase-money on conveyance of land 
. security, where grantee refuses to recon- 
vey. ge i WOUND od Scccicccccees i, 81 
measure of damages for breach of contract. 
measure of damages same as in contracts re- 
lating tochattels. Noble v. Edwards. .xvi, 120 
rule of damages for breach of agreement to 
convey. Doherty v. Dolan............ xv, 127 
name of vendor on { disclosed in memorandum 
of agreement. Thomas v. Brown..... xv, 30 
for refusal to perform contract of 
sale. Cuff v. Dorland ................. xi, 304 
rents and profits for time of wrongful with- 
holdin ~~ included in New York. Larned 
WN adacacabcvcsweechencsiacand xi, 208 
damages for breach of contract to convey, 
where pea wd has practiced imposition. 
Pumpelly v. Phelps..........+2.-++++ xi, 208 
when pena! clause is not limit of damages for 
non-performance. Yenner v. Hammond, xi, 81 
measure of damages for breach of contract to 
convey land. Kirkpatrick v. Downing (in 
BOE) cccvescvccsisecsscccsscescosccess x, 406 
measure of damages for failure to grant use 
of entrance to premises by reason of want 


of title. Wall v. London R. P. Co...... x, 26 
damages where vendor keeps ssion and 
commits waste. Worrall v. Munn...... ix, 62 
measure of damages for vendor’s breach of 
contract. Hammond v. Hannin......... v, 416 
measure of damages for fraudulent sale of. 
Taylor v. Selden...........0...eeeeees iii, 375 


vendor disabling vendee from performance ; 
measure of damages. Case v. Walcott. .iii, 339 

measure of a in action by vendor 
against vendee obliged to buy in paramount 
title. Baker v. Corbett........ ....... iii, 152 

damages for breach of contract to sell (with 
obo bscdccchescccceveseveices i, 120, 

assignment of contract. 

assignment of contract of sale; equities. 
WON 5 coves cescccescccees xi, 305 

bond and mortgage ‘given by vendor and 
assigned ; subrogation of vendor on pay- 


ment of bond. Johnson v. Zink...... viii, 73 
right of election to purchase lands not assigna- 
ble, Mindenhall v. BRED oo ccccaces viii, 43 


sale by holder of contract to convey ; deed 
direct from owner ; personal liability of 
vendor on promise to pay taxes. Budd v. 
DE rekbcudtddevaeteeidedendieeua vii, 265 
rights of assignee of vendor who has re- 
ceived = payment on contract of sale - 
lend. Swepson v. Rouse ............. 
assignment of right of action for deed of nnd 
Bissel v. Morgan........ ....se.eeeeees ii, 214 
vendor bound by notice of assignment of 
cunheiipenatenth. McCreight v. Foster, ii, 17 
assignment of rights against grantee taking 
beer wr he cage ee to convey to assignor. 
a” eee i, 122; v, 57 





Vendor and purchaser — continued. PAGE. 
vendor s lien. 
surrender of premises by vendee in default ; 
rights of vendor against creditors. Welch 


GN: 0.604 tes Sine ncactacasnianKe xx, 414 
no vendor’s lien on land intended asa “4 
a Pre eee 235 


vendee cannot dispute title of vendor on pill 
to enforce lien, though vendor is insolvent. 


Peters v. Bowman nol ca tite ane chs eae xviii, 516 
vendor’s equitable lien. Madden v. Barnes, 
xviii, 437 
vendor's lien as against intervening equities. 
BEOGNEEE ©, WOME. oo sc ccscnccccececs xvi, 
vendor’s lien as against judgment creditor. 


MN We MII, 6 5 on 5 0k 0s vesiccecnscas xvi, 166 

holding land liable for loan equitably part of 
purchase-money. Wright v. Craighead, xv, 412 

question of lien on property sold to corpora- 
tion in course of formation on promise of 
payment in shares, etc. Brentwood Brick 


MS Chis hehe beeedane ks 6eke.oeeemans xv, 456 
effect of statutes of limitation on. Fisher v. 
OR PE AR ert gale , 84 


xv 

vendor giving absolute deed has no lien for 
price. Aphend v. Odeorne (with notes), xiv, 287 

vendor’s lien in New York. Perry v. Grant, 
viii, 266 

assignment of bond for title; transfer of 

notes for purchase-money ; lien follows the 


land. Davenport v. Pressley Cedess, wee vi, 187 

Edmonds v. Torence..........-- Id. 188 
following lien into hands of subsequent 

takers. Bulger v. Holly............... vi, 188 


question of precedence between liev and prior 
mortgage: under agreement between par- 

ties SS eae vi, 188 
vendor’s equitable lien as against subsequent 
judgment creditors. Hulett v. Whipple, 

iii, 308 

waiver of lien. McGonigal v. Plummer.. .ii, 337 
Venue ; see also, removal of causes ; conflict of 

laws; embezzlement ; robbery; criminal law. 
validity of act authorizing change of bee 


Tayler v. Gardiner. ...... 24.002 cc csece- ii, 318 
waiver of objections to. West. Iron Go. ci 
OD ss 5s-506600snbcnesicnbnnsensan iv, 64 


what is action affecting real estate under sec- 
tion 123, New York code. Bush v. Tread- 
WU akaeiSs backs. £44. bédce bane meee iii, 253 
change of venue made by justice on adjourn- 
ment of special term. (N. Y.) a 
I. Foundry v. Hadfield........... iii, 97 
action to restrain building of bridge a local 
action. (N. Y.) Leland v. Hathorn..ii, 13, 79 
change on account of local prejudice. ‘Jef. 
fersonville, etc., R. R. v. Avery......... ii, 14 
changing venue in murder trial on ground i 
popular prejudice. People v. Witbeck..i, 195 
‘ State v. Hutchinson, '4 318 
Verbal agreements ; see parol contracts and evi- 
dence; statute of frauds. 
Verdict ; see also, jury; trial; new trial. 
insufficient for informality. People v. Ah 


GREG RE Ot ee eee py xx, 338 
amendment of verdict; review. Baird Aas 

Mayor SE DR acisestec téuaakea x, 256 
setting aside verdict on the facts. Fisk» v. 

BING 5 55544400. San suses 0460. 005 xx, 338 


judgment not arrested for absence of defend. 
ant at verdict and sentence. Lynch v. 
Commonwealth (with notes)........... xix, 143 
effect of request by each party for direction to 
ry for verdict in his favor, Thomson v. 
Trenpeel, OUR, WE GOs ccc cccss cee xix, 58 
findings must be. requested before final sub- 
mission of cause to court. Arrowsmith v. 
O’Sullivan.........+6. despeiancehedee ..xix, 57 











dAadad 


195 
18 


338 








CASE-INDEX. 





271 





Verdict — continued. 

verdict not vitiated by jury being told they 
were discharged, before rendering it. 
Gainsby v. Columbia SOPerer are xix, 
appeals from orders setting verdicts aside. 
ermann v. Kreppal................. xix, 
variance in name of prisoner; idem sonans. 
hod noth ho, ree xix, 
record must show twelve jurors present when 
verdict rendered. State v. Myers... .xviii, 
necessity of public affirmation of sealed ver- 
dict by foreman. (Mass.) Commonwealth 
se eee xviii, 
correcting mistake by foreman in giving ver- 
dict ; affidavits. Dalrymple v. Williams, 
xii, 

surplusage. Currier v. Swan........ ... xii, 
control of — verdict by jury. Warner v. 
hakeess beeareanaelesana viii, 

right to poll ty waived by consent to sealed 
verdict, Stewart v. People........... viii, 
general verdict on issues some of which were 
erroneously submitted. Baldwin v. —= 


directing verdict. Bevans v. United Btates, 


PAGE. 


87 
441 
821 
519 


291 


411 


313 
108 


126 


vi, 309 


verdict after order for discharge of jury. 
Koontz v. Hammond 
Vested remainder ;- see devise and legacy. 
Voluntary conveyance ; see also, fraud; gift. 
presumptions as to voluntary conveyance be- 
ing fraudulent. Claflin v. Moses. ...xviii, 
setting aside voluntary conveyance by weak- 
minded person. Allore v. Jewell...... xvi, 
revocation of voluntary conveyance executed 
under power of appointment by conveyance 
for value. Bowen v. Chase (in full)...x 
what necessary to sustain voluntary convey- 
ance. Weaver v. Hawley......... ... xv, 
voluntary conveyance a defect in title on sub- 
sequent sale to another. Clarke v. Willott, 
vi, 
equities against voluntary grantor and grantee 
of subsequent purchasers. Germ. Ins. Co. 
= ener ee iv, 
voluntary deed : power of revocation. Mount- 
rere Te er iv, 
gift to children by father directing convey- 
ance to them by third person equitably 
bound to convey to father. McCarthy v. 
I sib 0k6n tec nepsihe dn eaecedand iii, 
voluntary deed executed by mistake to wrong 
erson; equities of subsequent takers. 
erman Ins. Co. v. Grim.. ... ........ iii, 
conveyance without consideration to innocent 
grantee. Lee v. Figg 
binding as between parties. 
PROT «6. c.cnsscvcccossevceccsccccesees i, 
} gy dl pee see payment; taxation. 
Voters ; see ¢ 
Wager, 
connected topics : gaming; stocks; brokers; 
insurance. 
advances by broker on wagering sales of cot- 
ton, the intent, Williams v. Carr...... xX, 
sales on the corn exchange ; gambling con- 
tracts; relations of brokers and customers. 
Gregory v. Wendell (in full).......... xx, 
stock gambling by broker on principal’s ac- 
count ; notes given to cover, invalid. jog 
reira v. Gabell (in full).............-.- x, 
margins on sale of cotton ; what <cnniiiagee 
wagering transaction. Kingsbury v. Kir- 


enjoining stakeholder from paying over. 
ettilon v. Hipple (with notes)........ xix, 
contract not necessarily one of wager be- 
cause seller has not goods at time. Black 


376 
17 


v, 369 


374 


i, 348 


192 
178 


$3 


74 
, 377 


276 


118 


14 


447 


v. Tiedeman (with notes).......... . xviii, 463 





Wager — continued. 


English act. Pyke, ex parte........ — 
sale of article to arrive; agreement to 
possible loss, Lawrence v. Gallagher, sell, 


agreement to purchase stock; options. Story 
W BI. 4.0 vcdscchscnctees seuioa’ xvii, 
contracts of mere betting on market dis- 
tinguished from valid contracts for future 


delivery. Clark v. Foss... ......... xvii, 
deciding question of amount to be 
ing penny. Wilson v. Cole (with notes),xvi, 
when action founded on bettin 
maintainable. McCloskey v. Taylor. . 
A erry Pr or er rr oy xv, 
gambling contracts of sale. Green, re ..xv, 


contract for sale of grain on margin a gamb- 
Lyon v. Culbertson..... xv, 


ling contract. 
hen! wagering act ; betting on horse race. 


paid by toss- 


agreement 
-Xv, 
attempted disguise of wager contract. Higgin- 


PAGE. 
money lent to pay lost bet not a wager under 


276 
415 
108 


351 
79 
287 


257 
351 


212 


inson v. Simpson Cine san dada age xv, 415 


liability of stakeholder paying over stakes 


when prohibited by other party. Hale v. 


Sherwood (with notes) ........ xii, 854 ; xi, 
sale of hogs to be paid for at extra price when 


H. G. should be elected president, is a wager. 
Lucas v. Harper 
dealings in “ differences” illegal; evidence. 
Kirkpatrick v. Bonsall (remarked on). . . vi, 


illegal consideration of check given by stake- 


holder at horse race. Conklin v. Roberts, iv, 
recovery back of wager deposit. (N. Y.) 
Woodbury err ere iii, 
separate actions by depositors against stake- 
SE adiscoe's. sxwalew. du seeanhe sees’ ii, 
when action for money paid is transitory. 
Flanagan v. Packard ...........+.0+0++: i, 
on elections. Johnston v. Russell........ i, 
Wages ; see assignment ; garnishment ; labor and 
services. 
War, 
connected topics; army; constitutional law; 
slaves ; duress ; insurance (life), etc. 
miscellaneous. 
liability for horses taken for rebel service. 
DOGG V. FIGtGMOE. o.ccccccccccescoe a6 xx, 
MoCord v. Dodson «046. 0.006 scccssscese xx, 
that horse was purchased and used for con- 
federate service, no defense to note for 
price. Thedford v. McClintock........ vi, 
invalidity of Tenessee constitutional amend- 
ment declaring issues of state bank during 
rebellion void. Keith v. Clark ...... Xviii, 
liability of confederate military officers for 
official acts. Ford v. Surget (in full), xviii, 
validity of sale of land by rebel citizen before 
Wapiee of confiscation act. Conrad v. 
aples 
order Of military authorities a defense in ac- 
tion for trespass. Bend v. Burts...... xv 
contraband of war; detention of ship carm- 
ing. United States v. Dickelman..... xiii, 
liability of treasury officers for seizure of 
property during war. Lamar’s Executor v. 
| OW ORT ET errr er re xiii, 
date of termination of war of rebellion. Ray- 
mond v. Thomas .............++..++. xili 
pledged securities taken from bank by mili- 
tary authority. McLemore v. Louisiana 
| POOP ORC OT TTT Meee Ce Cen re xii, 
contracts payable in confederate currency ; 
North Carolina act of 1866 regulating ac- 
tions on. } , Rabe gon, Fi 
legality of judgment of provisional military 
ea i in Teeudees. Mechanics’ Bank v. 


95 


48 
48 
168 


498 
493 


i, 454 


353 


427 


i, 167 


407 


Wilmington R. R. v. King. .xii, 380 


Louisiana U. Bank ............es00000 xi, 800 


contracts of military government of New 
Orleans. New Orleans v. New York Steam. 
ship Co. 


(acee 4, s4beeeeae ooeenececclly ae 
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War — continued. PAGE. | War — continued. PAG 
suspension of statute of limitation in rebel sale by United States. United States v. 
states as to promissory notes, Ross v. Jones, BORON. os ccc ccecccteccces on cseeces ix, 41 
xi, 236] confederate courts. 
presumptions in favor of holders of govern- judicial acts in rebel states during war. 
ment bonds as nst reconstructed state ; Ketchum vy, Buckley.... .........+.. xix, 489 
aid of rebellion. Huntingdon v. Texas, xi, 29 acts of confederate courts. emanty v. 
sale of iron-works to rebel confederacy under OD iis'e. cicvins \nvnsinndd socd<negeestes Xv, 275 
threat to impress, not duress. United States question of power of courts in rebel states. 
v. Huckabee..... OS eredodvocrerdos bs ix, 28 Pennywit v. Foote (with notes)........ xv, 94 
absent partner in rebel state ; ‘notice on note status of courts in rebel states during war. 
indorsed by firm. Hubbard v. Matthews, ix, 241 PDF, GUD. ov acccncscgeases some xi, 119 
validity of sale of real estate of citizens in validity of act of rebel state during war re- 
rebel states under trust deed. Washington gentle restriction on validity of negotiable 
University v. Finch aaded ge ebvcase ix, 239 federal bonds. pe go v. Texas...ix, 41 
when president’s proclamation, of 1865, remov- invalidity of summons and judgment thereon 
ing restrictions on trade, took effect; pub- of rebel court. Thompson v, Mankin..vii, 203 
lishing. Lapeyre v. United States ....vii, 332 validity of acts of rebel probate court. 
discharge of government agent by seizure of POOOT W, GENO. 6.6556 vis cede ccsceess vi, 188 
funds by rebel authorities. United States validity of injunction bond under order of 
Vs SMOMIOD ncccccvecetsctccccsccdeseses vii, 126 confederate chancery court. Estes v. Sar- 
whether federal marshal was liable personally Pr RA Chc a tis cede Gd éed abdie centers vi, 188 
for seizure of personal property during war. effect of judgments rendered ‘during war by 
Bowles v. Lewis (remarked on)........ vii, 229 rebel courts. Martin v. Hewitt......... v, 7 
effect of civil war on contract ; president's judgments of confederate courts. Pepin v. 
proclamation removing restrictions, Semines EMODORMOPER... « ccccceccccrese secesece iii, 304 
TERED MOE. OOD occ coccccsdecsvesesesecs iv, 112] effect of war on contracts. 
admittin — of insurgent courts, Hooper contracts under confederate laws. Pulaski 
v. Scarborough .............eeseeeeees i, 284 A eerrrer ere rears ere xvi, 245 
abolition “y , established by insurgent effect of civil war on partnerships. Matthews 
state. Perkins v. Corbin ............. vii, 30 Ce caned vine de -Kbbcecrdcccess xii, 408 
taking new note payable in confederate cur- contracts between persons belonging to bel- 
rency in exchange for ante-war note. Horne ligerent jurisdictions. Mitchell v. United 
Wi BOORG 0.6 asic ccsosciocecevcccoosccese iii, 475 PMNs 5500660006. s00sedsceseees sages xi, 353 
action b He of confederate officer killed validity of sale of real estate under trust deed 
by railroad accident while on way to battle- though ntors were resident in rebel 
field not maintainable. Martin v.Wallace, iii, 475 states. University v. Finch..... ...... x, 125 
unlawful enlistment of minors into navy, act effect of war. Masterson v. Howard.. .... x, 125 
of 1837. McLave, re (in full).......... iii, 75 effect of rebellion on condition in state grant 
purchase of sup lies for Confederate States made impracticable by the war. Davis v. 
in England. aitzfelder v. Cahmveiler, ii, 215 a chun detd honed eed ch dee in scones. ix, 27 
effect on notices of protest sent by mail. Har- status of residents of rebel states during war 
GUD Fe ses sdcccccsccctistccvacecsie i, 198 as to enforcements of contracts in loyal 
confiscation acts. states. Burnside v. Matthews......... ix, 241 
confiscation act of 1862 not retroactive. Con- intercourse between belligerents. Cutner v, 
rad v. Waples (in full)........ ...... xvii, 484 BE NA chika vedetebateiseoniasees viii, 360 
title to property confiscated not restored b northern partner in southern firm not liable 
resident’s amnesty proclamation of 1968. on note indorsed in firm name after out- 
ote v. United States............... xvi, 455 break of war. New Orleans Bank v. Mat- 
proceedings to condemn Dm perty under con- TRON ok Bbc Ci secccccccccdc accesses vi, 374 
fiscation act of 1862. indsor v. McVeigh continuance of interest on debts between citi- 

GR TEs cv ccscveccdvesccvescsscececs’ xv, 6 zens of loyal and rebel states. Spencer v. 
effect of president’s pardon; proceeds of Brower (with notes)..........0006 6 ees v, 302 
a confiscated. Osborn v. United order to pay money sent through lines to in- 

Cee becvedsoeesesceesesees coees xiii, 151 habitant of rebel state ; president's procla- 
onane of interest of offender after confis- mation. Haggard v. Conkright PRES? v, 111 
cation of estate. Wallach v. Van Riswick bills of exchange drawn in rebel state during 
EN 66 ndnseines00s 6esceenesiesaa’ xiii, 114 rebellion, void. Woods v. Wilder...... v, 234 
sales under confiscation act. Day v.Micon,x, 938 effect of war on interest coming due on bond. 
proceedings for confiscation ; wee of prohibi- DMe ¥. LAME. 0.0 0c coseeseiereciccess iv, 192 
tion. Graham, er parte............45. iii, 455 notice of protest during civil war. Harden v. 
proceedings under confiscation act of 1863. BOOB. occ ccccccccccccccccces cccceccs ir; 
Semmes v. United States...... eee .60 xiii, 8 how far agreements in rebel states valid 
captured and abandoned pr under act of 1861. Kershaw v. Kelsey, iii, 188 
recovery of proceeds of abandoned and cap- effect of rebellion on contracts ; date of war 
tured property under act of 1864. — begun, McShea v. Mathews........... iii, 32 
States v. Pugh........cecccsccccceses x, 280 bill of exchange drawn by resident in rebel 
claims for captured cotton. Wihitsela = state on New York firm. Wood v. Wilder, 
United States and other cases......... xiii, iii, 15 
claims for cotton captured and sold by federal effect of war on prior contracts. Stiles v. 
—— during rebellion. Sprott v. POMMBOP. . cccccccccseccsndesesess cscode ii, 233 
Oe BORED... ccc cccccscccccesoseses xi, 193 effect on partnerships. Leftwick v. Clarter, i, 161 
suits for proceeds of captured and abandoned Warehouse, 
property. Haycraft v. United States. ..xi, connected topics : bailment; carriers; sale. 
captured and abandoned bg ~ w= he act ; ~_ stipulations as to deficiencies on spirits ‘stored, 
ership. United States , 299 oe) Lamare v. London, etc., Docks 
captured land of confederate oor weary pcbsedecseceseseesse cccccccccccocsRix, 58 
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Warehouse — continued. PAGE. 
storing cartridges made illegal ; right of ware- 
house-owner to remove cartridges of lessee, 


Newby v. Sharpe (with notes)........ xviii, 28 
title to warehouse receipt passed by indorse- 
ment. Davis v. Russell......... ... xvii, 315 


question how far lien of maltster on barley 
against taker of negotiable ware- 


ouse receipt. White v. Hoyt... .... xvii, 474 
storage on warehouse; implied contracts. 
Hazelton v. Weld......... 000000 soe. xvii, 292 
duty of watching premises. Pike v. C. M. & 
Elly 6p p0d opnbe sca tenensemen xv, 124 
government warehouse bond; relief from 
forfeiture. Westray v. Un. Btates ii x, 189 


responsibility of keeper of bonded ware- 
house; burglary. Schwerin v. McKie, viii, 73 
rights of warehouseman where adverse claims 
are made on goods stored. Taylor v. Spa- 


Gee css Cand in diceuadnaas cieaieuel vi, 241 

Us BOON is0 dice cnsagd 4046 00x pexe . Id, 242 
rights of assignee of warehouse receipt. “4 

ond N, Bank v. Walbridge..... er , 175 


due care. Aldrich v. Boston & W.R. R. i 193 
Warrant ; see arrest and imprisonment. 
Warranty. 
of goods, see sale; of title of real estate, 
see vendor and purchaser ; covenants. 
Water and watercourses, 
connected topics : real property ; navigable 
waters; easements, ice; fishery; wharves; 
canals; boundaries; negligence, ete. 
miscellaneous. 
boundary on non-navigable lake. Forsyth 
v. Smale (with notes) ............... xviii, 363 
ownership of soil of fresh-water lakes in 


England. Bristow v. Cormican (with 
IE 6.62 demincciredienesreped xviii, 282, 296 

claim to land by reliction. Olson v. Merrill, 
xvi, 836 


ownership of bed of non-navigable streams 
in north-west territory. Rosé v. Faust, xv, 412 
question whether pier was an obstruction to 
river under special act. Rochester v. Os- 
DT cpichiatsdiaackesass geachecamemune iv, 126 
grant of water privilege. 
grant of undivided half of water in stream; 
special limitation. Dow v. Edes .....xix, 318 
extent of privileges conveyed by grant of 
right to spring. Merrill v. Calkins...xviii, 199 
ntor of spring not to use his land so as to 
diminish flow. Johnstown Cheese M. es 
Te FOND 56:0.05d4ccneserssvecewcieeas v, 255 
grant of water privilege ; extent of tight, 
OT F GOR. 6 0 9540. 00:0008 006 200806 xiii, 205 
grant of water privilege construed as to 
quantity. Griswold v. Hodgman........ x, 271 
grant of water privilege; measure of damages 
for failure to give amount of water granted. 


Torrance v. Conger........ ...+. v, 56; x, 203 
question of amount of water privilege con- 
veyed. Perry v. Binney..............-- iv, 220 
accretion. 
right of owner of meandering stream to ac- 
cretions. Boorman v. Sunnuchs...... xvi, 337 
division of alluvion among riparian ———. 
Batchelder v. Keniston....... ......-- , 817 
title to land left dry by receding of inke, 
Warren v. Chambers............0+.+ 82 
accretions ; rubbling, etc. Gerrish v. Clough’ 
i, 44 
logs and booms. 


franchise to maintain booms; does not pass 
by mortgage without title to land; tres- 
— s by owner of franchise. Stevens P. 
i ey eer re rere xviii, 259 
erection of booms on navigable stream, when 
a nuisance. Smith v. Evart Boom Co., xiv, 448 


35 





Water and watercourses — continued. PAGE, 
ome by loge carried by flood on another’s 
Sheldon v. Sherman............ iii, 187 


liability of log-owners for injury caused by 
traveling on banks of stream. Hooper v. 
I aie dia deed Gillie dk aude boast, O76 
mills; rights of owners. 
negligent use of hired water power; control 
of work the test of liability. Carter v. 


Berlin Mills Co. (with notes).......... xix, 38 
action for placing obstructions in mill-race. 
| errr ey xvi, 419 


execution sale of canal property subject to 
right of mill-owners to water. Beaver W. 


Be Ge, Ts A, 0.5.00 00s, soenetenios xv, 411 
prescriptive right to flow of water. Vliet ie 

IE idee dais nisin .+-9:s a.dinuied a din ones 68 
consequential injuries by defective bailding 

ofdam. Pollett v. Long... ............ x, 883 


validity of act compelling water-power com- 
pany to maintain fish way. Commissioners 
©. Meigen Ws Oe WN 663400605400 cehed vii, 29 
oveameal for repair of dam and flume held not 
to run with mill-site. Wheeler v. Schad, . 
vi, 9 
dam becoming obstruction by extraordinary 
inflow of water. Proctor v. Jennings...v, 251 
erection of dams and storage of water by fac. 
Pn. owner. Clinton v. Myers.......... v, 44 
uilt under statute not protected from 
common-law liability where damages are’ 
not provided for in act. Lee v. Pembroke, 
iv, 144 
right of purchasers of mill-sites to restoration 
of stream to former channel. Agawam 


Canal Co. v. Edwards........ccccsssees iv, 112 
right to maintain barriers. Pierce v. Kinney, 
ili, 415 


right to discharge waste. Jacobs v. Allard, iii, 191 
relative rights of riparian owners; use of 
mills. Pollitt v. Long............ iii, 171, 169 
right to use mill-race under contract of pur- 
chase, and to enter adjoining premises to 
‘repair. Daniels v. Chaffin............ iii, 158 
right of adjoining owners to drain wet lands 
to injury of mill property. Waffle v. N. Y. 
i Oe re iii, 181 
joinder in tort of owners of mill under differ- 
ent titles for diversion of water. Samuels 


SO RED PEE ARE pe te i, 277 
injunction against use of flush boards on dam. 

BOE Ts, MNES 6.3. 0:0 140 sos 0rceenees i, 275 
loss of right to use mill-site by non-user. w. 

FT.) Cartiad S. GOR... sos acsiseccscanse i, 183 
use of water by mill-owners on same stream. 

Drake v. Hamilton Woolen Co.......... i, 140 

Oh BEN sca auinou bamesdddaeesaan® i, 140 


adjacent owners; other cases. 
right of riparian owners to detain and accu- 
mulate water. Ballard v. Saratoga M. Co.. 
xx, 256 
right to water flowing from artificial channels 
on neighbor’s land. Rameshar Singh v. 


POMBE... 5. 0:0.0.0.00.0:0.00000500090 00s omens xix, 342 
pollution by proprietor above; reasonable 

use. Hazeltine v. Case...... ........ xix, 361 
throwing saw-dust into stream; prescription. 

Prentice v. Geiger.......... xviii, 237; xv, 312 
diverting stream above for irrigation. 'Far. 

rell v. Richards (with notes)......... xviii, 82 
right of riparian owner in breakwater built 

by him. Diedrich v N. W.R.R...... xvi, 395 


measure of damages for diversion of water. 
Hanover Water Co. v. Ashland I. Co...xvi, 165 
right of proprietor to exclusive access to bank. 


Lyon v. Fishmongers’ Co............-. xv, 81 
question of reasonable use of stream. Du- 
mont v. Kelley (with notes)........... xiv, 35 


oe 
ee 
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Water and watercourses — continued. 
term “‘water-course” defined. Eulrich v. Rich- 

ISS EPS FEE RS EE Pree oe xii, 

polluting stream ; what amounts to pollution. 


PAGE. 


255 


Gladfelter v. Walker....... .... ..... xi, 225 


no liability to neighbor for diversion of sub- 
terranean water by well. Chase v. Silver- 
GR . od nde Gnasenegecsecs 6éecese 7 % 
water stored bursting dams. Nichols v. Mars. 
land (remarked oii)............ Seceges xii, 
obstructing flow of water; natural and arti. 
ficial channels. Holker v. Porritt 
causing canal to overflow plaintiffs land by 
van of planks. Nield v. London & 
OP OPS eee ee xi, 
obstruction of water-course ; continuous in- 
jury ; limitations. Arnold v. H. R. R. R.,x, 
entry on land of another to repair ditch made 
by former owner. Roberts v. Roberts . 
collecting water ; liability for injury to neigh- 
bor from percolations. Wilson v. New Bel- 
WON s « 00566654 eberscecsesederuceces 
flowage of landlord’s lands by tenant. 
Fill v. Mackman, ..1......ccsccesscces viii, 
increasing flow of stream by draining surface 
water into it. Waffle v. N. Y. Cent. R. R., viii, 
obstruction by owner above; natural and 
artificial channels. Holker v, Poritt... . vii, 
rights of owner of spring, as to cleaning out, 
etc. Waffle v. Porter.................. y, 
building break-water so as to throw current 
against plaintiff's lands. Gerrish v. Clough, 
iv, 
right of owner to make erections on banks of 
creek to protect his land. Wallace v. Drew, 


iv, 
mutual rights of proprietors to use of water. 
Proctor v. JenningS.... .....c0.ccesee iv, 


diversion of water by canal company; Eng- 
eens. Meson v. Shrewebary 


throwing refuse into stream. O'Riley v. Me. 
CE naddekdadcncechectdeetacesa #4 ii, 
water boundary between riparian owners. 
SIS Wy Is 5 kn cr ccccccccccccccccs ii, 
letting refuse matter intostream; measure of 
da Seely v. Alden ii, 
obstructing flow of stream ; who may com- 
plain. Toledo R. R. v. Hunter......... ii, 
discharging saw-dust and waste into stream. 
Jacobs v. Allard 
wrongful act of strangers; owner not liable. 
-_ Saxby v. Manchester, etc., R. R 
ay, 
connected topics : easements ; real property; 
highways. 
rights of grantee where land is bounded in 
deed by private way. Franklin Ins. Co. v. 


re 


eee tweet ewe n eee 


CT CAs tecccndtaedecurecmbeeaede xx, 
when rights of way are not appurtenances ; 
aes of necessity. Bolton v. alee School 
bbhs 66 04m 5 tee sanescentescncece xx, 

oun ed right of mg way across an- 
other’s land. McMillan v Cronin PR xix, 
grant of right of way ; obstruction of way by 
rantor. Cannon v. Villars ......... xviii, 


right of way not to be extended to uses not 
contemplated at creation. Carty v. Shields 
SN 2 60565466ceecnceeseeueee xvii, 

question whether right of way was limited to 
use of — for omnes Newcomen 
v. Coulsen ...........seee0s 

implied quate of rights of way. " O'Rorke v. 


129 
114 


i, 239 


121 


.x, 76 


64 
108 
394 


143 


161 


, 482 
438 
373 


117 
15 
84 


238 


197 
36 
275 


819 


cebeeee xv, 457 


mith ... spespeacaspuainsy sates os ee 387 
urposes for w! right of way ma u 
, Wimbledon, etc., Chasseenions .. Dixon 
(with notes) .. 


bbbsevdsoaed xiii, 157 





Way — continued. 
question whether general grant Ate right of 
new way. Kay v. Oxley 
prior conveyance of right of way, covenant 
against incumbrances. Clifford v. Hoare, x, 
use of right of way; excess. Sloan v. Hollt- 
day (remarked on) 
obstruction of way ; using substituted bony 
Selby v. Nettlefield (remarked on)...... ix, 
extinguishment of right of way by allowing 
inconsistent acts, Cartwright v. — 
den 
a 


Poem eee terete eeeeeee 


eee eee ee eee eee eee eee eee 


new streets ; implied grant of right 
Espley v. WE sc senesescr 


way. 
(N. "9 People v. 


laying o out a roads. 


right of of "anicading cars in street. Matthews 
v. Kelsey 


question of ice as defect. Billings v. Wor. 
ceste 


what amounts to breach of covenant for right 
of way. Rea v. Winkler.............. 
a of way over strip of land described z 
deed as street. Dawson v. St. Paul Ins. 
oo CS Og vt EE Oe eee ol, 144; iii, 
reservation of right of way “as now used, * 
construed. Bridger v. Peerson ........ iv. 
grant of right of way construed as for foot 
passengers only. Cousens v. Rose...... iv, 
erection of gates or bars by owner of subject- 
land. Huson v. Young................ iii, 
question of dedication: Smith v. Barnes, iii, 
Ti - = way of necessity. Valley F. Ot 
aes hts by user in way along sea wall. 
. Greeuvtich Board v. Mandslay “4 
appurtenant right of ‘| not defeated Ki 
ailure to record deed. Post v. Smith.. 
pulling down ee re — of my 
Huddart v. Rigb 
extent of right o 
right of owner of servient tenement to notice 
of intended use of passage. Phipps . 
PEE ciarcns cvacguasce abedsweances 1, 
Weapons ; see arms. 
Wharves ; see also, navigable waters ; constitu- 
tional law; shipping and admiralty. 
wharfage and anchorage charges in _ 
York. Walsh v. N. Y. Dry Dock Co.. 
contract for use of wharf a maritime pom 
Easton, ex parte (in full)............. xvii, 
duties of wharf-owner toward vessels mooring 
there. Petersburg v. Applegarth......xvi, 
jurisdiction of claim for wharfage. Delaware 
R. 8. Co, v. Barque Th 
Widow ; see marriage; dower; homestead, 


connected topics : executors and administra- 
tors; devise and legacy; statute of frauds; 
parol contracts and evidence 
instruments, etc. 
domicile; conflict of laws. 
disposal of personal property under bequests 
in another state, lawful there but unlawful 
in this state. Despard v. Churchill... ..ix, 
presumption of validity of will proved in 
foreign Pe mage iller v. James. . viii, 
probate of foreign will; effect of previous re- 
fusal of copy in another court. Diez, re, 
vii, 
extent to which law of domicile controls. 
Chamberlain v. Chamberlain........... iv, 
what is a valid will. 
voluntary deed to take effect on donor’s death 
distinguished from will, Jones v. Hicks, 
xviii, 
incorporation of document on first three sides 
of sheet, will being on fourth. Tovey, 


goods of 


sete wees 


see eee eeree 


; alteration of 
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seedcocsoceess xii, 236 
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, 118 
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40 


vi, 342 
vi, 325 


140 
, 318 
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ii, 314 
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Will — continued. 
validity of will written in lead rae Myers 
v. Vanderbilt (with notes) 


Van Nostrand v. Moore, 
viii, 
will ae be void in part only. Rudy v. UL 
kit 06.2 655 60.0665 osda or S0esassenee” vii, 
-.." form partly filled in ink and partly i in 
pencil. Adams, goods of 
other matters affecting validity; evidence, ete. 
omission to provide for after-born child; pre- 
sumptions. (Mass.) Peters v. Siders.. .xix, 
separate writing on sheet of paper containing 
will. Dearle, goods of 
schedule referred to in will not admissible as 
part of it. Singleton v. Tomlinson. .. xviii, 
parol evidence to identify person. De Rosar, 
GE sidsecid ccndesvescedéeiiesse séeesied Xv, 
where intent of codicil appears inconsistent 
with that of will. Pierpont v. Patrick, ix, 
declarations as to testator’s intent excluded. 
Phillips v. McCombs...............06- 
question,of conflict between will and codicil 


repugnant clauses. 


validity of condition excluding from share 
any heir going to law to break will. 
Bradford v. Bradford................+. i 
misdescription in wills. Kurtz v, Hibner 
(with notes). ........-.0+-..-seeee iii, 263, 
partial intestacy; disposition of estate. Bird 
TI t-nes camo mibenaensaenksniianbe ii, 
evidence to show which of two persons to 
whom description applied was meant. 
GN C5 GUI. os 65 s0s0cs'e stsdendions o fl, 
reference to affixed directions, when none are 
affixed in fact. Gill, goods o 
trusts declared in paper not made part of 
Wee. SNe G, PRRs aio s ic cccccvscces a, 
mutual and joint wills. 
validity of joint wills. March v. Hayter (with 
notes) 
mutual will executed by husband and wife, 
Se BO, WB 66 hn ic cs tssscotete 648 vii, 
joint wills; revocation; separate probate. 
Schumaker v. Schmidt.......... vi, 33; v, 
exchange of oral promises to make wills in 
each other’s favor. Gould v. Mansfield, iv, 
agreement to dispose of property by will ; 
specific performance, Gupton v. Gupton, iii, 
two instruments constituting single will. For- 
DOR, PO. 5.00 cnscsccccsscsescsoce bocca i, 
lost wills. 
eopy of lost will; declaration. Sly v. Sly, xvi, 
lost will; proof of declarations, etc. Sugden 
v. St. Leonards 
proof of lost will. Johnson, Matter of...xi, 
will lost or destroyed ; admission of testator’s 
declarations. Keen v. Keen..... errr: & 
capacity ; undue influence, ete. 
probate of will of deaf-mute..... ere 
— and undue influence. Horn v. Pull- 
SE ee a ee xvii, 
whet is undue influence and capacity. 
dren’s Aid Society v. Loveredge....... xvi, 
undue influence. Dushane’s Appeal ..... xv, 
question of undue influence. Cudney v. = 
ney 
delusion; spiritualism. Shaw, re Gunacbel 
TOPE eT shee ee Orne eee Pree e+e eX, 


eee eee eee eee eee ee eee ee eee ey 


on) 
capaci; delusions. Boughton v. Knight, viii, 316 
895 


what constitutes mental incapacity. Crolius 
RR rere tere ++ Vii, 
presumption of continuance of sanity or an 
sanity. Rush v. M 
undue influence defined. 


"Loueee Taylor, vi, 188 


23 
, 108 


i, 316 


106 


182 
359 

74 
415 


378 


118 
, 218 
499 


78 
221 
154 

82 
106 


199 
95 


327 

91 
492 
334 


472 


166 





Will — continued. 


mental capacity; undue influence. ees v. 


Ee rere i f- 12 
belief in spiritualism. Fowler v.Ramsdell, iv, 94 
testimony of ordinary witness as to want of 

capacity, Dickinson v. Dickinson. ...... ii, 174 
will by paralytic. Cozzens’ Will... ... .ii, 115 
capacity; delusions. Banks v. Good fellow (in 

Pais 06e06csanuseeieeveeneausceere li, 438 
execution; capacity; delusion. Forman,re,i, 83 

Sorged wills,’ 
innocent purchaser from devisee under forged 
will takes valid title. Steele v. Renn (in 

Mca Rsisarraccm charm smicicecaéees xix, 198 
measure of proof required where forgery is 

alleged. Howland v. Taylor........... ix, 94 

execution and attestation. 
signing out of presence of witnesses. Mande- 

WORN We PNG oa on 55k occ ccccss sas xx, 277 

— as witness by making mark. Lord 
Pamasiainesas de 0s ee ivddws snes xix, 37 

si valag wo ee or by another person. Jen- 
. 2 erry ee rere. xvii, 430 

Mi Ane, ae a Patterson v. Ransom, 
xv, 412 

execution and attestation; sufficiency, etc. 

Mealey, 0 ETOP Pe te PEE xiv, 448 

rr rr errr orr xvi, 337 

Mepmm, Geode OL. o.o.o5 us 55sec ceces = 316 

Sisters of Charity v. Kelly............ , 427 
proof of execution. Settiag ©. Ltechardt, - 142 
burden of proof. Kellum, re........... viii, 330 
what is valid publication. Gilbert v. Knox, 

viii, 234 
gift to attesting witness made operative by 
codicil confirming will and independently 
attested. (Eng.) Anderson v. Anderson 

CIE 6 i cecdaccdaded oucaccsaws viii, 327 
presence of witnesses. Morritt v. Douglas, viii, 25 
question as to request to sign by testatrix. 

Ge Wi TI nos snes canton dhaasa eX iv, 94 

question of attestation in presence of testator. 

McElfresh v. Guard................4-- iii, 217 
copy of will deposited abroad handed with 

codicil to executors by testator. Mercer, 

OIE oo 60.455 5003se stessoussivesasss ii, 378 
subscription of name of attaching witness 7 

another person. Duggins, Goods of ....i, 456 
signature not seen by witness. Beckett v. 

DS ci ecescedae Ssecsassesssdnes sed i, 218 

RUE F, SOND 6k 546 os scsdacessnas ean i, 218 

alteration and revocation. 
subsequent marriage of testatrix; republica- 

tion ; new codicil. Brown v. Clark....xx, 135 
revocation of will by alteration in estate. 

rr xix, 523 
revocation of prior codicil by subsequent 

codicil. Green v. Tribe............. xviii, 216 
presumption of revocation of will not found. 

Foster’s Appeal (with notes)......... xviii, 102 
correcting mistake in will; adding words. 

Sherwood v. Sherwood (with notes). ..xviii, 503 
drawing ink lines across particular clauses of 

will after execution. Bigelow v. Gillott 

CO I 5 5. 050.6:650 5:86 eecisajscncd xviii, 422 
alterations by testator after execution. Duffy 

v. Duffy (with notes)............. see. xvi, 379 
death of beneficiary before testator; effect on 

bequests over. McLean v. Freeman...xvi, 89 
implied revocation by later will. Dempsey v. 

ss on:n. c9:g. se gdaaen ine) eaeseued xvi, 106 
revival of previous will by codicil ; effect of 

mistake in date. Ince, Goods of...... xvi, 90 
conditional revocation. Hugo, Goods of..xvi, 90 
destruction of later will not a revival of 

earlier. Rudisill’s Ex’r v. Rodes...... xvi, 488 

revocation by obliteration. Swinton v. Bailey 

(with notes)... ...+. seeeeee ceeeerees xiii, 425 
revocation, Gentry, Goods of...........Viii, 816 
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Will — continued. 
partial or contingent revocation. Dancer v. 
Se 6a Gtnadek HitnKeo pcan ses ekee tae viii, 316 
question of implied revocation. Wetmore v 
PRGROR. < .o0ncseedes ccccccccccccsese viii, 313 


will destroyed during delirium. Brunt v. 
viii, 
partial obliteration and interlineation of new 
provisions. Quinn v. Quinn (with notes), 
viii, 
erasure of name of legatee. McCabe, Goods 
Gh. ns crsincccedccccces cseccccsececcses viii, 316 
undue influence ; revocation. Wertz’s Appeal, 
vii, 106 
refusal to allow clerical omission to be sup- 
181 


, 343 
a writing " declaring intention to re: 
voke. (Eng.) Durance, Goods of , 843 
appointment of executor revoked without ex- 
press words of revocation. Cottrell v. -_ 


155 


vi, 
burden of proof as to revocation. Benson A 
BIMIR . on.s.n.. nedasvccscene sioccsedss 
part of will torn off. Woodward, Goods of 


Ee E 


311 
es cut out and replaced. 
| ere reer Tr eer try err ii, 483, 195 
paper simply declaring intention to worn 
former will. Fraser, re... ......... wee 
implied revocation. Reese v. ieeteneeth 
COUE. ciccccs co cvcec cescscccccccecce 
revocation marriage in Rhode Island. 
Miller v. Phillipe \ikceedencwsnnecdseenens i, 241 


probate. 


probate of copy in foreign court. Rule,Goods 

Sas addhatd o> Gis hiawbannsetssneaqesed xx, 179 
supporting will against testimony of sub- 

scribing witness. Jenkins’ Will. ....xvii, 430 
presumption in favor of validity of will. Pro- 

vost v. Provost xvi, 103 
legatee concluded by actual, without forme, 

notice. Johnston’s Appeal bénsndeemata 35 
contesting probate; New York statute 

visions ;_ wills of personalty and ee 

PO btiiidedakndctiewdsnenksde vii, 315 
executor competent witness at probate. Chil- 

dren’s Aid Soe. v. Loveridge........... xvi, 334 
refusal to allow costs out of ciate to iitigants 

over will. McLean v. Freeman....... xvi, 389 
discretion of surrogate in reopening probate ; 

the Stewart will case. (N. Y.) (in fo l)..xiv, 39 

234 


certified copy of will; effect of pending con- 
test. Brown v. Burdick.............- xiii, 
action for construction of will under New 
York act; not to be used by hostile claim- 
ants. Chipman v. Montgomery xiii, 
cross-examining subscribing witness as to 
testator’s sanity. Egbert v. Egbert (with 
notes).... 183 
costs where will is set aside. Boughton v. 
ere err « o-..Wili, 816 
costs and allowances to unsuccessful contest- 
ants. Howlet v. Wood....... ...... - Vii, 414 
granting probate to trustee as executor ac- 
cording to tenor of will. (Eng.) Punchard, 
NOs nina Gh Daentah owes aceens dunes vi, 146 
order of proof ; examination of private pa- 
pers; testimony of experts as to hand- 
writing ; ; photographs; costs. Taylor Will 
Sih be Oh on khtd ne ebb bets nsecnanccdin iii, 478 
Williams v. Robinson, 
iii, 193 
void bequests not affected by admission to 
probate. Bent’s Appeal........... eeeeii, 155 


101 


burden on "proponent. 





Will — continued. 
allegations as to custody of will to be pro 
bated. Duckworth v. Matlock 
right of contestants to open and close on 
_ before jury. (N. Y.) Allen v. — 
Windows ; see light and air. 
Witness ; see also, perjury ; privilege ; depositions 
and commissions ; contempt ; accomplices ; 
_— 3 evidence. 


privile 

pulelie e of witness going to another state to 
testify. Jones v. Knauss (in full)..... xx, 
communications to committee of bar associa- 
tion investigating charges. Foster v. New- 
borough (with notes) 
immunity from process. Person v. Pardee, 
xiv, 
power of legislature to compel testimony. 
Emery’s case (remarked on)........ viii, 20, 

examination of witnesses ; miscellaneous. 
use of memorandum by witness ; introducing 
it as evidence. Howard v. McDonough, xix, 
substance of former testimony of deceased 
witness sufficient. Ruch v. Rock Island, xix, 
duty of physician to testify as oa Peis without 


extra pay. Dement, ex parte (with notes), 
xvii, 

impressions of witness admissible. Carring- 
WE DN 6 angi nde dcdedtsdsvdces xvii, 
physician's books of account in action against 
estate. Wetmore v. Peck............ xix, 


admitting judgment of divorce in collateral 
action to show status of witness. mee 4 
v. Friedman vii, 
secretary of corporation not liable for satiant 
to produce books. Crowther v. Appleby, ix, 
when opinions of witnesses are — 
Hardenbergh v. Cockroft ; 
right to lead one’s own witness to correct his 
testimony. Bullard v. Pearsall........ ix, 
striking out testimony of witness absenting 
himself on cross-examination. Burdin v. 
Pratt 
statements made by interpreter to be proved 
calling him. State v. Noyes peel bine v, 
withdrawing from jury testimony of witness 
not cross-examined by prisoner owing to 
illness, etc. People v. Cole (with notes), iv, 
opinion of witness as to his own powers of 
memory. Benway v. Johnson 
statements of own witness admissible in sub- 
sequent action for opposing party. Wer 
v. Elwell 
testimony of party as to his own intent. 
lon v. Anderson 
interpreter to be called to prove statements 
made through him. State v. Noyes... .iii, 
handwriting of witness to sealed instrument 
to be first proved. Tucker v. Griffin. . 
reading notes of testimony at former trial “of 
witness disabled by intoxication at second 
trial. O’Donnell v. Alleghany R. R 
refreshing recollection. State v. Bacon. ...i, 
ualification ; discrediting witness. 
a fequalifieation of convict, though sentence 
suspended by appeal. Ritter v. D. — 
Co 


eee eee ee eee 


evidence of hostility of witness. Gale v. x 
Y. C., etc., xix, 
how far value of uncorroborated testimony of 
plaintiff is question of law. Nicholson v. 


witness not to be impeached by letter written 

to third person. Leverick v. Frank ...xix, 
what interest disqualifies. Lord v. Lord, xix, 
Larrepeee: | mag on collateral matter to affect 
redibility. Hazewel v. Courson . .xix, 


33 


, 161 


249 


£z 


61 


382 
370 


77 


461 
37 


320 
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Witness — continued, 
receiving testimony of witness swearing 
falsely as to other matters. Dering v. Met- 


calf . seeeavicns xviii, 337 
taking ‘oath ; ‘elief in existence of supreme 
being. Clinton v. State...........: xviii, 36 
evidence to contradict witness. Sparrowhawk 
v. Sparrowhawk i i belnheeedat> ahs debe xvii, 383 
contradicting one’s own witness, Smith v. 
SINE Sones coded or deciesccceccecs xvii, 211 
Coulter v. Am. Express Co..... st.o0seew xi, 128 
inquiry as to arrest of witness. —_— v. 
nrg reer Tr vii, 272 
questions to show hostile ‘Dias. Wottrick v. 
Ne sciincncchaMenngeddetupiais xvii, 57 
evidence to sustain credit. Heckler v. Leigh- 
OE oi tewin desis igcuesdeciowmoineo hea xvi, 352 
religious belief as affecting testimony. (Iowa.) 


State v. Elliott .............ccceceeees xv, 472 
perjured witness not incompetent till sen- 
tenced. (N. Y.) Blaufus v. People, xv, 311, 10 
testimony of witness disobeying order to re- 
tire from court-room. Davenport v. Ogg, 
xiii, 280 
corroboration. Pulsifer v. Crowell...... xii, 45 
evidence to discredit. Keator v. People. .xii, 345 
re-examination ; new matter. Schaser M4 
PI ods Cab de misiedadsssecepiinskinokewn , 224 
evidence to a engag oe leading wary 
in other suits. Hall biceae segena 14 
executor and ©. Wy ne witnesses, (N. x) 
Harper v. Harper.............00.-00- viii, 351 
reading copies of memoranda to show what 
witness has testified. McCormick v. Penn. 
Ge MD seen eSesens's 6cecsetandaecnde vii, 121 
act making Chinamen incompetent as wit- 
nesses. People v. Brady...........+++ vii, 29 
impeaching witness by putting in inconsistent 
written statements; order of proof. Ro- 


mertze v. East River N. Bank ........ vii, 122 
evidence as to bias of witness. Moore v. 
People......+2.seeesereeeceeteeseees. vii, 94 


prisoner not to be impeached by contradicting 
him on collateral matters. Rosenweig v. 


WER Kédciccacdckstm danneeenn qaaniiee vi, 405 
com ey, of witness who has sworn 
sely, Warren v. Haight............ vi, 163 


questions on cross-examination of party to 
action as to conversations with counsel. 


Woburn v. Henshaw................... v, 233 
evidence of intent of witness. Learned v. 
MI 6.060 0 osecnskevecs cece iutenhewens v, 232 


corporate agent a competent witness to prove 
his agency in criminal prosecution of an- 

other, (Ala.) Manaway v. State........ v, 7% 
previous contradictory statements of witness. 

— i Prrerretrrr er eres iii, 339 
chment of character. Chunce v. Indian. 

DU detctis bok Scena baie dik dade ena alan naa iii, 339 
asking witness if he has not been convicted 
of crime. Clement v. Conrad (remarked 


ik ci akan 4 akdis eae amanke tad iii, 494 
evidence of general character. Cherritree v. 

Rs ck-snnn 055a¢0 se sdeaeiaommerions iii, 117 
impeaching —— by evidence of partic- 

ular facts. Berner v. Rittig. Per oe >: iii, 11 


refusal to allow contention ‘of witness on 
answer to discrediting question. Fogleman 
Te BND. 6.5 560560000 06466004 6.000090900 ii, 421 
asking witness whether he has been indicted 
and convicted of crime. Wilbur v. Flood, 


ii, 335 

what is conviction. Faunce v. People..... ii, 255 
disqualification by felony. - Y.) People v. 

BOER ooo cscccccccccesse cesescccencecess i, 61 


discrediting by proof of omission in testimony 
at former trial. McAndrews v. Lantee...i, 378 





Witness — continued. 
examination before trial. 
order for examination of defendant under 
New York code, section 872, etc. Heishon 


v. Knickerbocker Ins, Co............. xix, 458 
service of order. (N. Y.) Tebov. Baker, xix, 398 


examination of party before trial; sufficiency 


of affidavits. Batterson v. Sandford. . -xix, 381 


requisites for order to examine party before 
trial. Dunham v. Merchants’ Ins. Co., xix, 
officers of corporations not liable to be ex- 
amined. (N. Y.) People v. Brooklyn Gas 
CA kann sane nssduned eoneenensagcaies xviii, 
examination of adverse ‘parties ; director of 
corporation. (N. Y.) People v. Mutual G. 


57 


336 


Ci GR Gin so catsaksiek Soe rensupds xvii, 70 


form of oath to witness de bene under federal 


statutes. Wilson S. M. Co. v. Jackson, xv, 235 


examination of adverse party under section 
391, New York code. Glenny v. Stedwell, 


xiii, 146 


defendant as witness in criminal cases. 
collateral inquiries ; asking prisoner on cross- 
examination if he had been arrested for 


bigamy. People v. Crapo............ xix, 200 


privilege of accused testifying, to withhold 
communications made to his attorney. 


Duttenhofer v. State................ xviii, 297 


parties as witnesses in federal courts, under 
section 1079, revised statutes. United 


States v. * ippeapean bin sn ranistoite.: xvii, 253 


asking prisoner on cross-examination how 
many times he had been arrested. Brown 


v. People (with notes).............0+- xiv, 485 


defendant compellable to testify for com- 
plainant in federal courts. State v. Chiles, 


xi, 
accused testifying becomes witness for all 
purposes. Slover v. People............ xi, 


prisoner as witness for himself; New York 
act permitting convicts to testify. Donahue 


Cec PMONOs 6.5.09 3.6 000s. soansulbotha tense x, 332 


waiving constitutional privilege as to testify. 
ing in one’s own behalf. Connors v. — 


elation of prisoner on his own behalf iN. 
Y.); record of previous conviction. Marx 
Wi PRMD, 50.4 op ecacested + pure ernnt vii, 
accused competent to testify for himself 
though he has been convicted of felony. 
Newman v. People..............see00. vi, 
defendant not disqualified by previous con- 


viction of felony. Delamater v. People, v, 122 


witness in own behalf; privilege. People v. 


PRPTETE o.oo 600 0:0500.65004 epavnnnctenns iii, 380 
prisoner testifying ‘for — under act of 
1869. Burdick v. People.............. iii, 169 
. commenting on failure of accused to testify. 
People v. Tyler........... Siihks 45 wna i, 
see also, 
People v. Carey.......-sccecseeeeees xvii, 432 
Burdick v. People.............+-eee00- iii, 15 
Blandon v. People...........--eee+-++- ii, 12 
NS Ws GRO. oo osc. bn0000050.08, 0 0st000- i, 164 


testifying to transactions with deceased party. 
vice given by plaintiff as attorney to de- 
porod remarks in presence of others. 


Brague v. Lord ......ce.sceeesecesees xv, 66 
personal transactions with deceased. Ham- 
mond v. Schultz......... $64b66030000-0 xx, 76 
Alexander v. Dutcher..... . ........ xvi, 224 
Tooley v. Bacon..........0....eeeeee xv, 515 
Fisk’s Administrators v. Fisk .......... vi, 95 
Quinn v. Lloyd ... 2... sccccccecse ii, 29; i, 300 


construction of section 399, New York Code. 
section 399 old code; ‘what may be given. 


(N. Y.) Kranshaar v. Meyer.........xvii, 374 
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Witness — continued. Writ and panes — continued, 

Hatch v. Pe eacees service of proceas on city officer. Sacramento 
le. of section , New York code. o- privile v. - penne HE attpeert sapere pm xi, 125 
yon v. Snyder........ ee Le -.-V, 270 oO oe to suit residing out of state. 

Genet v. Lawyer........ Visieseues v, 270, 124 Beane v. Miller pee rk eee xi. 9 
Ressequie v. Mason....... ecccccsoceccelity OOO action on foreign patos defense of no . 
Dewey v. Goodenough ................- i, 493 service. Knowles v. Gas-l ight MP acwana x, 313 
a v. Deane.......... pandeneh eoeeeed, 396 correction of corporate name in summons. 
uyl v. Van Tuyl.............000e- Hoyt v. Maxim Gas Co........ eeeeee Vili, 249 
culmea by plaintiff as to his conversation service at last place 7 ben Derby, re, viii, 59 
with deceased partner. Green v. Edick,xi, 10 summons subscribed by person not attorney 
devisees are “ assignees” within section 899, invalid as og . ¥.) Johnston v. 
New York code, as to communications with Winter (in full) ................ vii, 135 
deceased. Buck v. Stanton...... +. «Vii, 408 personal serviceof summonsoutof state. (N. Y. ) 
taking note to collect ; division of proceeds ; Brooklyn Trust Co. v. Bulmer, vii, 107; vi, 404 
who is party in interest. Eaton v. Alger, vi, 144 judgment of another state obtained by decoy- 
testimony of mother to time of child’s birth ing defendant by false pretenses, ne. here. 
admissible. Paige, re................. vi, 126 Dunlap v. Cody (with notes)........... vii, 69 
proof of mere fact of conversation not objec. i lar service of notice of argument before 
tionable, Heir v. Grant................ fi an of return. (N. Y.) People v. Troy, vi, 325 
what evidence of declarations of deceased is estoppel to deny residence by statements made 
admissible as not in regard to personal en writ was served. Finnegan v. Cara- 
transactions, ete. Santford v. Santford, vi, 13 ton pdetitbididbhanstissthadbamatimkees vi, 12 
right to testify when administrator is party. order for substituted service not to be ques- 
(R. 1.) Brown v. Lewis..........000+0: i, 895 tioned collaterally. (N. Y.) Baker v. 
Women, ER Prey ee inte & 
= of right to suffrage. Minor v. ry writ against two defendants ; arrest of one 
M éedoecaaeseecedeta bbéveccesses 8, 220 and attachment of property of the other. 
See marriage, ete. Conner v. Madden ............-see+eee- ii, 460 
Writ and process ; see also, arrest ; attachment ; breaking dvors by officer serving writ. Sny- 
sheriffe and constables; bonds ; pleading and dacker v. Brasse............. aseeeceeli, 258 
practice, ete correction of amount of ad damnum. Mer. 
omission of christian names of plaintiff firm. GE WEE £5. 5:0b 0 6kccd cccce aéncodeanse eee 
Barber v. Smith ..............e0.e000- xx, 275 amending pracipe as to amount for which 
extent of arg 2 of member of congress as suit is brought. The Johannes..... . di, 258 
to liability to wes Merrick v. Durant service by delivery of summons to "wife. 
ID io occr cs sosccacccsoscees xix, 426 (Mich.) Callender v. Olcott ............ ii, 336 
service of summons by publication. (N. Y.) service by publication under Wisconsin act ; 
Taylor v. Troncoso...........00.e000- xix, 217 affidavit ; filing evidence. Sueterlee v. Sir, i, 27: 
service of summons on foreign corporation by service on prisoner in jail. Dunn’s Appeal,i, 183 
ublication ; attachment. (N. Y.) Lee v. waiver of i lar service by failure to ob- 
alley P. | Rae Ree y. xix, 242 ject. Billings v. Carver...... eo ccccccece i, 104 
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